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I.  INTRODUCTION 


In  1973,  a  survey  of  outdoor  recreation  areas  and  facilities  of  Montana  cities 
and  towns  was  conducted  under  the  auspices  of  the  State  of  Montana  Fish  and  Game 
Department.  It  was  designed  to  inventory  existing  areas  and  facilities  of  those 
cities  and  towns  so  that  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  would  be  better  able 
to  systematically  and  objectively  determine  need  for  additional  facilities  and 
renovation  of  existing  ones.  Additional  criteria  for  use  in  determination  of  the 
need  for  financial  assistance  was  later  established  with  the  development  of  interim 
areas  and  facilities  standards  for  communities  by  the  Department  ’  s  working  in 
cooperation  with  professional  recreation  staff  from  across  the  state. 

Thus,  the  Department  had  at  its  disposal  an  inventory  of  all  existing  outdoor 
recreation  areas  and  facilities  within  Montana  communities,  along  with  a  set  of 
standards  by  which  to  compare  and  contrast  the  various  communities  regarding 
equitable  distribution  of  recreation  resources.  What  was  not  yet  available  to  them 
was  a  documentation  of  the  needs,  interests  and  attitudes  of  the  people  of  these 
communities  toward  available  recreational  resources.  Such  documentation  would 
provide  the  Department  with  additional  necessary  information  to  be  used  in  the 
determination  of  priorities  for  equitable  and  worthwhile  allocation  of  available 
financial  assistance.  Thus,  it  was  for  the  expressed  purposes  of  determining  the 
recreational  needs  and  interests  of  the  communities,  and  determining  community 
attitudes  toward  present  and  future  recreational  areas  and  facilities  that  this  study 
was  undertaken. 


II.  OBJECTIVES  AND  PROCEDURES 


The  specific  objective  of  this  project  was  to  determine  urban  outdoor  recreation 
needs,  interests  and  attitudes  of  residents  in  Montana  communities  having  a  population 
of  three  hundred  or  more.  A  secondary  objective  was  to  identify  citizen  attitude 
toward  the  interim  areas  and  facilities  standards  established  by  the  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  in  1973. 

In  August  and  September  of  1974,  an  urban  outdoor  recreation  areas  and 
facilities  survey  was  conducted  among  7,994  randomly  sampled  residences  throughout 
the  state  of  Montana.  All  cities  and  towns  with  a  population  of  three  hundred  or  <- 
more  (N=102)  were  included  in  the  survey.  Those  cities  and  towns  were  separated 
into  seven  categories  according  to  population  with  each  being  subjected  to  a  slightly 
different  sampling  percentage.  This  was  undertaken  primarily  to  ensure  significant 
numbers  of  responses  from  the  less  populated  communities.  Table  1  shows  the 
population  categories  with  the  sampling  percentages  and  the  number  of  residences 
included  in  the  sample. 


TABLE  I 


POPULATION  CATEGORIES  AND  SAMPLING  DATA 


Population 

Category 

No.  of  cities 
and  towns 

sample 

percentage 

No.  of  residences 
in  sample 

300-500 

(N=15) 

25% 

554 

501-1000 

(N=28)  ' 

15% 

1170 

1001-5000 

(N=46) 

10% 

3490 

5001-10,000 

(N=5) 

5% 

660 

10,001-  20,000 

(N=3) 

4% 

530 

20,001-50,000 

(N=3) 

3% 

760 

50,001+ 

(N=2) 

2% 

830 

TOTAL 

(N=102) 

7994 

The  survey  requested  information  in  five  specific  areas:  1)  demographic  data 
(age,  sex,  and  residence),  2)  frequency  of  use  of  facilities,  3)  perception  of  the 
condition  of  existing  facilities,  4)  perceived  priorities  for  construction  or  renovation, 
5)  perceived  relationship  of  standards  to  community  needs. 


Computerized  techniques  were  used  to  tabulate  the  data  and  derive  percentages 
for  each  of  the  five  areas,  and  percentage  tables  were  used  in  this  report  to  describe 
the  questionnaire  response  for  each  individual  city  and  town.  The  cities  and  towns 
were  grouped  according  to  population  categories  for  additional  comparisons. 


The  part  of  the  questionnaire  regarding  the  acceptability  of  standards  was  treated 
separately  according  to  population  categories  only,  rather  than  by  individual  city  or 
town.  Statewide  totals  were  also  included  in  the  data  tabulation  of  this  part  of  the 
questionnaire. 
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III.  INDIVIDUAL  PROFILES  OF  COMMUNITIES 


AND  POPULATION  CATEGORIES 


Of  the  7,994  residences  sampled  in  the  survey,  questionnaires  were  received 
from  1,109.  This  is  a  return  of  13.9%.  This  total  represents  0.8%  of  the  total 
number  of  residences  in  the  surveyed  communities  (N=133,420).  In  total,  2245 
completed  questionnaires  were  received  from  these  residences  representing  0.6%  of 
the  total  population  in  the  surveyed  communities  (N=400,730).  Data  describing 
the  survey  response  according  to  population  categories  are  shown  in  Table  2. 


TABLE  2 

SURVEY  RESPONSE  ACCORDING  TO  POPULATION  CATEGORIES 


Population  _ Survey  Representation  _ State  Representation 

Category  Sample  Respondents  Residences  Population  Residences 


300  -  500 
501  -  1000 
1001  -  5000 
5001  -  10,000 
10,001  -  20,000 
20,001  -  50,000 
50,001  + 


554 

194 

1170 

332 

3490 

937 

660 

178 

530 

170 

760 

192 

830 

242 

91  (16.4%) 
152  (13.0%) 
468  (13.4%) 
86  (13.0%) 
83  (15.7%) 
104  (13.7%) 
125  (15.1%) 


5,715  (3.4%) 
20,410  (1.6%) 
99,075  (1.0%) 
38,419  (0.5%) 
39,754  (0.4%) 
75,595  (0.3%) 
121,762  (0.2%) 


1,897  (4.8%) 
6,736  (2.3%) 
32,994  (1.4%) 
12,787  (0.7%) 
13,251  (0.6%) 
25,198  (0.4%) 
40,557  (0.3%) 


total  7994  2245  1109  (13.9%)  400,730  (0.6%)  133,420  (0.8%) 


Respondents  to  the  survey  showed  a  distribution  of  1,240  males  and  1,005  females. 
There  was  a  considerably  larger  number  of  respondents  in  the  older  age  groups  in 
comparison  with  the  younger  age  groups.  Age  55+  accounted  for  24.0%  (N=541)  of 
the  respondents;  age  31-54  was  33.6%  (N=755);  age  19-30  was  20.4%  (N=457);  age 
13-18  was  11.1%  (N=249);  and  age  1-12  was  10.8%  (N=243).  Table  3  shows  the 
number  of  respondents  to  the  survey  according  to  sex  and  age. 


TABLE  3 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  RESPONDENTS  ACCORDING  TO  SEX  AND  AGE 


Age  and  Sex 

A 

B 

C 

Population  Categories 

D  E  F 

G 

H 

Age  1  -  12 

Male 

9 

21 

59 

11 

5 

10 

21 

136 

Female 

7 

16 

4£ 

3. 

14 

5 

17 

107 

Total 

16 

37 

104 

14 

19 

15 

38 

243 

Age  13  -  18 

Male 

8 

20 

62 

11 

8 

8 

8 

125 

Female 

7L 

JJSL 

£6 

13 

8 

10 

11 

124 

Total 

15 

39 

118 

24 

16 

18 

19 

249 

Age  19  -  30 

Male 

26 

27 

77 

18 

24 

30 

28 

230 

Female 

JL3. 

29 

91 

20 

18 

26 

31 

227 

Total 

39 

56 

168 

38 

42 

55 

59 

457 

Age  31-54 

Male 

43 

67 

179 

30 

31 

38 

37 

425 

Female 

-24_ 

A£l 

146. 

27 

26 

2 1_ 

330 

Total 

67 

113 

325 

57 

56 

65 

72 

755 

Age  55+ 

Male 

36 

50 

129 

29 

20 

25 

35 

324 

Female 

2L 

37 

9iL 

.16. 

17 

14 

19 

217 

Total 

57 

87 

222 

45 

37 

39 

54 

541 

Total 


Male 

122 

185 

506 

99 

88 

111 

129 

1240 

Female 

JZ2 

147 

431 

79 

82 

81 

113 

1005 

Total 

194 

332 

737 

178 

170 

192 

242 

2245 

*  Key  to  Population  Categories 


A. 

300  -  500  pop. 

B. 

501  -  1000  pop. 

C. 

1001  - 

5000  pop. 

D. 

5001  - 

10,000  pop. 

E. 

10,001 

-  20,000  pop. 

F. 

20,001 

-  50,000  pop. 

G. 

50,001 

+ 

H. 

Total 
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The  majority  of  the  respondents~71.2%  (N=1597)-were  from  within  the  city 
limits,  16.5%  (N=371)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  12.1% 
(N=272)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  There  were  five  no 
responses.  Table  4  shows  the  distribution  of  respondents  according  to  residence. 


TABLE  4 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  RESPONDENTS  ACCORDING  TO  RESIDENCE 


Population 

Category 

Within  City 
Limits 

4  Miles  from 

City  Limits 

Greater  than  4 

Miles  From  City 

300  -  500 

118 

28 

44 

501  -  1000 

203 

41 

87 

1001  -  5000 

695 

147 

95 

5001  -  10,000 

124 

37 

17 

10,001  -  20,000 

120 

33 

17 

20,001  -  50,000 

131 

51 

10 

50,001  + 

206 

34 

2 

Total 

1,597  (71.2%) 

371  (16.5%) 

272  (12.1%) 

The  most  used  (rank  order)  areas  and  facilities  on  a  statewide  basis  were  parks, 
swimming  pools,  golf  courses,  and  playgrounds.  Least  used  (rank  order)  areas  and 
facilities  were  wading  pools,  recreational  bikeways,  and  basketball/volleyball  courts. 
Those  areas  and  facilities  perceived  as  most  satisfactory  were  parks,  playgrounds, 
softball  fields,  baseball  fields,  and  athletic  fields,  while  least  satisfactory  ones  were 
swimming  pools  and  tennis  courts.  Top  priority  items  for  construction  or  renovation 
were  swimming  pools,  parks  and  playgrounds.  Those  receiving  most  response  as  no 
priority  items  were  golf  courses,  motorcycle  trail  areas,  baseball  fields  and  athletic 
fields.  A  relatively  high  percentage  of  no  response  answers  ranging  from  24%  to  37% 
were  received  in  regard  to  the  questionnaire.  This  accounts  for  the  low  percentages 
shown  in  the  profiles  of  the  state  summary.  The  statewide  response  to  the  question¬ 
naire  is  summarized  in  profile  in  Table  5. 


TABLE  5 

PROFILE:  MONTANA  CITIES  AND  TOWNS  (N=102) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

136 

107 

243 

Within  city  limits 

1,597 

13-18 

125 

124 

249 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

371 

19-30 

230 

227 

457 

Greater  than  four  miles 

272 

31-54 

425 

330 

755 

No  response 

5 

55+ 

324 

217 

541 

Total  1,240  1,005  2, 

245 

2,245 

Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

602 

604 

577 

1,783 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

1,113 

1,167 

1,065 

3,345 

Tennis  courts 

991 

1,100 

927 

3,018 

Baseball  fields 

967 

884 

445 

2,296 

Softball  fields 

1,033 

1,088 

664 

2,785 

Wading  pools 

269 

443 

275 

987 

Swimming  pools 

2,153 

3,011 

2,241 

7,405 

Parks 

2,981 

3,508 

3,214 

9,703 

Playgrounds 

1,383 

1,448 

1,299 

4,130 

Recreational  bikeways 

405 

370 

367 

1,142 

Hiking-walking  trails 

725 

1,001 

987 

2,713 

Golf  courses 

1,336 

1,457 

1,362 

4,155 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

597 

656 

763 

2,016 

General  Condition  of  Facilities  * 

Facility 

A 

B 

0.  D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.6% 

2.7% 

4.7%  2.8% 

21.1% 

19.5% 

34.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.3% 

1.2% 

2.8%  3.5% 

31.7% 

17.5% 

36.1% 

Tennis  courts 

9.6% 

9.4% 

8.9%  3.3% 

19.8% 

15.4% 

33.7% 

Baseball  fields 

3.5% 

2.1% 

5.5%  2.6% 

34.1% 

17.1% 

35.0% 

Softball  fields 

4.0% 

2.4% 

5.6%  3.3% 

31.4% 

17.4% 

35.8% 

Wading  pools 

16.3% 

4.2% 

2.8%  2.6% 

21.1% 

17.2% 

35.8% 

Swimming  pools 

11.2% 

12.2% 

5.6%  4.4% 

28.0% 

10.1% 

28.6% 

Parks 

2.9% 

5.5% 

4.9%  5.2% 

48.9% 

7.8% 

24.8% 

Playgrounds 

5.5% 

2.8% 

4.3%  5.2% 

34.1% 

13.6% 

34.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

35.0% 

0.2% 

0.4%  3.1% 

4.1% 

20.1% 

37.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.7% 

0.5% 

1.1%  2.3% 

17.0% 

18.5% 

35,0% 

Goft  courses 

13.8% 

2.8% 

1.9%  1.8% 

20.9% 

23.2% 

35.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

22.4% 

0.6% 

0.8%  2.6% 

10.1% 

26.2% 

37.4% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

E.  Satisfactory 

B.  Too  crowded 

F.  Don’t  know 

C.  Needs  repair 

G.  No  response 

D.  Unsatisfactory 
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TABLE  5  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.2% 

19.4% 

13.2% 

13.1% 

34.1% 

Open  space/athletic  fields 

18.0% 

18.5% 

15.4% 

11.4% 

36.7% 

Tennis  courts 

28.6% 

17.6% 

11.0% 

10.7% 

32.1% 

Baseball  fields 

19.0% 

18.4% 

16.0% 

11.3% 

35.3% 

Softball  fields 

19.5% 

18.1% 

14.3% 

11.6% 

36.5% 

Wading  pools 

24.8% 

15.6% 

12.2% 

11.7% 

35.6% 

Swimming  pools 

44.1% 

9.2% 

12.2% 

5.7% 

28.7% 

Parks 

38.1% 

13.9% 

11.5% 

5.6% 

30.9% 

Playgrounds 

34.6% 

14.9% 

11.2% 

7.1% 

32.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.9% 

15.9% 

9.5% 

13.2% 

32.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

21.7% 

17.1% 

12.5% 

13.4% 

35.3% 

Golf  courses 

12.7% 

15.1% 

17.5% 

19.8% 

34.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.3% 

13.8% 

16.3% 

20.3% 

35.1% 

The  state  summary  was  treated  by  subdividing  it  into  the  various  population 
categories  and  presenting  the  data  in  an  identical  profile  to  that  presented  immediately 
heretofore.  The  individual  population  categories  were  further  analyzed  by  presenting 
profiles  for  each  individual  community  in  the  category. 

Communities  of  300-500  Population 

Ninety-one  residences  and  one  hundred  and  ninety-four  residents  from  fifteen 
communities  responded  to  the  survey  from  this  population  category,  representing  a 
return  of  16.4%.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  one  hundred  and  eighteen  (60.8%) 
were  from  within  the  city  limits,  twenty  eight  (14.4%)  were  from  within  4  miles  of 
the  city  limits,  forty-four  (22.7%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city 
limits,  and  four  (2.1%)  did  not  complete  the  question.  One  hundred  and  twenty-two 
respondents  were  males  and  seventy-two  were  females. 

Swimming  pools  (908  visits)  were  the  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community, 
followed  by  parks  (449  visits),  basketball/volleyball  courts  (349  visits),  and  open  space/ 
athletic  fields  (314  visits). 

This  popularity  was  also  reflected  in  the  question  on  priority  for  reconstruction 
or  renovation.  49.5%  of  the  respondents  assigned  top  priority  to  the  construction 
of  swimming  pools,  followed  by  parks  (39.7%)  and  playgrounds  (35.6%).  Motorcycle 
trail  areas  received  the  largest  no  priority  response  (16%).  Parks,  athletic  fields, 
softball  fields  and  baseball  fields,  in  that  order,  were  perceived  as  the  most  satisfactory 
regarding  the  general  condition  of  the  facility.  No  trend  emerged  regarding  unsatis¬ 
factory  general  conditions  of  the  facilities.  This  data  is  summarized  in  Table  6. 


TABLE  6 


PROFILE:  COMMUNITIES  OF  300-500  POPULATION  (N=15) 

Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

9 

7 

16 

Within  city  limits 

118 

13-18 

8 

7 

15 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

28 

19-30 

26 

13 

39 

Greater  than  four  miles 

44 

31-54 

43 

24 

67 

No  response 

4 

55+ 

36 

21 

57 

Total 

122 

72 

194 

194 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

127 

120 

102 

349 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

118 

114 

82 

314 

Tennis  courts 

51 

62 

63 

176 

Baseball  fields 

78 

78 

59 

215 

Softball  fields 

119 

103 

65 

287 

Wading  pools 

24 

34 

34 

92 

Swimming  pools 

309 

336 

263 

908 

Parks 

167 

157 

125 

449 

Playgrounds 

64 

56 

44 

164 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Hiking-walking  trails 

38 

48 

34 

120 

Golf  courses 

38 

34 

39 

111 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

45 

34 

39 

118 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

17.5% 

0.5% 

5.2% 

2.1% 

26.3% 

12.9% 

35.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

11.3% 

0.0% 

3.6% 

2.1% 

32.5% 

12.4% 

38.1% 

Tennis  courts 

17.0% 

2.6% 

4.6% 

3.1% 

21.1% 

14.9% 

36.6% 

Baseball  fields 

11.3% 

0.5% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

29.4% 

12.9% 

35.6% 

Softball  fields 

11.9% 

0.0% 

4.1% 

5.2% 

30.9% 

12.9% 

35.1% 

Wading  pools 

23.2% 

1.0% 

1.5% 

0.5% 

26.8% 

9.8% 

37.1% 

Swimming  pools 

18.6% 

4.1% 

3.6% 

2.6% 

26.8% 

9.3% 

35.1% 

Parks 

9.8% 

1.5% 

7.7% 

7.2% 

36.1% 

6.7% 

30.9% 

Playgrounds 

9.3% 

1.5% 

6.2% 

7.7% 

23.7% 

11.9% 

39.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

35.1% 

0.0% 

0.5% 

0.5% 

4.6% 

16.5% 

42.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

28.9% 

0.5% 

1.5% 

0.5% 

10.8% 

14.9% 

42.8% 

Golf  courses 

34.5% 

0.0% 

1.0% 

1.0% 

3.6% 

15.5% 

44.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

31.4% 

1.0% 

0.0% 

1.0% 

9.8% 

16.0% 

40.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  £r.  No  response 


B.  Too  crowded 


D.  Unsatisfactory 
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F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  6  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

22.2% 

11.9% 

11.9% 

10.3% 

43.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

21.6% 

13.4% 

10.8% 

9.3% 

44.8% 

Tennis  courts 

28.9% 

13.9% 

10.8% 

9.8% 

36.6% 

Baseball  fields 

19.6% 

17.0% 

11.3% 

9.8% 

42.3% 

Softball  fields 

21.1% 

14.9% 

12.4% 

7.2% 

44.3% 

Wading  pools 

25.8% 

8.8% 

B.8% 

9.8% 

46.9% 

Swimming  pools 

49.5% 

4.6% 

6.7% 

5.7% 

33.5% 

Parks 

39.7% 

9.3% 

7.7% 

6.2% 

37.1% 

Playgrounds 

35.6% 

11.9% 

7.7% 

7.7% 

37.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

18.6% 

13.9% 

11.3% 

15.5% 

40.7% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

11.9% 

13.4% 

14.4% 

13.4% 

46.9% 

Golf  courses 

17.5% 

15.5% 

8.2% 

14.4% 

44.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

16.0% 

8.8% 

16.0% 

17.0% 

42.3% 

* 


Individual  communities  within  this  population  category  have  been  treated  in  a 
similar  manner  on  the  following  pages.  They  are  presented  in  alphabetical  order  and 


include: 

1. 

Alberton 

2. 

Brockton 

3. 

Denton 

4. 

Drummond 

5. 

Dutton 

6. 

Froid 

7. 

Fromberg 

8. 

Geraldine 

9. 

Hysham 

10. 

Joliet 

11. 

Lima 

12. 

Medicine  Lake 

13. 

Opheim 

14. 

Richey 

15. 

Saco 

Alberton  (pop.  363) 

Nine  residences  and  thirteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Alberton. 

This  is  a  return  of  22.5%  and  represents  3.6%  of  the  population  of  that  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  ten  (76.9%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  one 
(7.7%)  was  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  there  were  two  no  responses. 
Eight  respondents  were  male  and  five  were  female. 


The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  basket/volleyball  courts 
(34  visits),  softball  fields  (24  visits),  and  parks  (24  visits).  The  most  satisfactory 
facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  softball  fields  (28.5%)  and  hiking¬ 
walking  trails  (30.8%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  openspace/ 
athletic  fields'  (23.1%)  and  tennis  courts  (23.1%).  Swimming  pools  (46.2%),  parks 
(46.2%),  and  golf  courses  (30.8%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation 
while  motorcycle  trail  areas  (53.8%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile 
of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Alberton  is  presented  in  Table  7. 

TABLE  7 

PROFILE:  ALBERTON  (pop.  363) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female  Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

10 

13-18 

1 

0 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

1 

19-30 

0 

1 

1 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

6 

2 

8 

No  response 

2 

55+ 

1 

2 

3 

8 

5 

13 

13 

Facility 

Frequency  of  Use 
June  July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

28 

2 

4 

34 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

6 

2 

4 

12 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

baseball  fields 

0 

0 

6 

6 

Softball  fields 

12 

8 

4 

24 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Parks 

6 

12 

6 

24 

Playgrounds 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

6 

10 

•  4 

20 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

6 

0 

0 

6 

TABLE  7  (continued) 
General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B  C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

15.4% 

0.0%  7.7% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.7% 

0.0%  23.1% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

Tennis  courts 

7.7% 

0.0%  15.4% 

7.7% 

7.7% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Baseball  fields 

7.7% 

0.0%  0.0% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

7.7  % 

53.8% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0%  15.4% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Wading  pools 

38.5% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Swimming  pools 

38.5% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Parks 

53.8% 

0.0%  7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Playgrounds 

7.7% 

0.0%  7.7% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

38.5% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Hi  king- walking  trails 

23.1% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

Golf  courses 

46.2% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

30.8% 

0.0%  0.0% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 

"High1  Low  No 

Facility  Priority  Priority  Priority  Don‘t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

7.7% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

38.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

15.4% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

38.5% 

Tennis  courts 

15.4% 

30.8% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

Baseball  fields 

7.7% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

15.4% 

38.5% 

Softball  fields 

15.4% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

46.2% 

Wading  pools 

7.7% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

15.4% 

46.2% 

Swimming  pools 

46.2% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

Parks 

46.2% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

Playgrounds 

23.1% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.4% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

7.7% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Golf  courses 

30.8% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

7.7% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

Brockton  (pop.  401) 

Twenty-four  residences  were  sampled  in  this  community.  No  responses  were 
received. 


Denton  (pop.  398) 

Thirteen  residences  and  thirty-three  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Denton. 
This  is  a  return  of  32.5%  and  represents  8.3%  of  the  population.  Of  the  return  question¬ 
naires,  eighteen  (54.6%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  four  (12.1%)  were  from  within 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  eleven  (33.3%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the 
city  limits.  Nineteen  respondents  were  male  and  fourteen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (94  visits), 
motorcycle  trail  areas  (74  visits)  and  parks  (66  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities 
in  terms  of  general  condition  were  softball  fields  (63.6%)  and  baseball  fields  (60.6%). 

Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (15.2%)  and  playgrounds  (15.1%). 
Swimming  pools  (45.5%)  and  playgrounds  (36.4%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
or  renovation  while  hiking-walking  trails  (18.2%)  and  parks  (12.1%)  headed  the  list  of 
no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Denton  is  presented 
in  Table  8. 


TABLE  8 


PROFILE: 

DENTON  (pop.  398) 

Description  of  Respondents 

Age  Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12  2 

2 

4 

Within  city  limits 

18 

13-18  1 

2 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

4 

19-30  2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

11 

31-54  4 

4 

8 

No  response 

55+  10 

4 

14 

19 

14 

33 

33 

Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July  August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

4 

0 

8 

Openspace/ athletic  fields 

10 

4 

0 

14 

Tennis  courts 

4 

2 

0 

6 

Baseball  fields 

10 

6 

2 

18 

Softball  fields 

18 

18 

8 

44 

Wading  pools 

2 

2 

12 

16 

Swimming  pools 

29 

30 

35 

94 

Parks 

34 

20 

12 

66 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

4 

4 

0 

8 

Golf  courses 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Motorcycle  trail 

areas 

27 

22 

25 

74 
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TABLE  8  (continued) 
General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.1% 

0.0% 

6.1% 

0.0% 

39.4% 

12.1% 

30.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

6.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

48.5% 

12.1% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

3.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

3.0% 

21.2% 

24.2% 

39.4% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.6% 

9.1% 

30.3% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

63.6% 

6.1% 

30.3% 

Wading  pools 

3.0% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

57.6% 

6.1% 

30.3% 

Swimming  pools 

3.0% 

6.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.6% 

3.0% 

30.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.1% 

9.1% 

51.5% 

3.0% 

30.3% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

12.1% 

39.4% 

12.1% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

24.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

9.1% 

24.2% 

39.4% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

18.2% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

24.2% 

15.2% 

39.4% 

Golf  courses 

30.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.1% 

18.2% 

45.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

18.2% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

27.3% 

15.2% 

33.3% 

*Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is 

as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F 

Don?t  know 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

33.3% 

6.1% 

3.0% 

15.2% 

42.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

24.2% 

18.2% 

3.0% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Tennis  courts 

33.3% 

6.1% 

6.1% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Baseball  fields 

15.2% 

12.1% 

6.1% 

18.2% 

48.5% 

Softball  fields 

27.3% 

9.1% 

6.1% 

9.1% 

48.5% 

Wading  pools 

33.3% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

48.5% 

Swimming  pools 

45.5% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

42.4% 

Parks 

27.3% 

6.1% 

12.1% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Playgrounds 

36.4% 

6.1% 

3.0% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.2% 

6.1% 

6.1% 

27.3% 

45.5% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

9.1% 

6.1% 

18.2% 

15.2% 

51.5% 

Golf  courses 

6.1% 

21.2% 

3.0% 

21.2% 

48.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

21.2% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

24.2% 

51.5% 

Drummond  (pop.  494) 

Four  residences  and  nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Drummond.  This 
is  a  return  of  0.8%  and  represents  1.8%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  question¬ 
naires,  three  (33.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  six  (66.7%)  were  from  within 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Six  respondents  were  male  and  three  respondents  were 
females. 


t 
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The  only  facilities  shown  to  be  used  in  this  community  were  parks  (6  visits). 

The  most  unsatisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  and  play¬ 
grounds.  Most  facilities  were  unavailable  in  the  community.  Swimming  pools  (#8.9%) 
and  tennis  courts  (44.4%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while 
motorcycle  trail  areas  (22.2%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this 
data  for  the  community  of  Drummond  is  presented  in  Table  9. 

TABLE  9 

PROFILE:  DRUMMOND  (pop.  494) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

3 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

6 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

2 

1 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

1 

3 

6 

3 

9 

9 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  9(continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C  D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Baseball  fields 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Softball  fields 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Wading  pools 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Swimming  pools 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Parks 

55.6% 

0.0% 

33.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

Playgrounds 

55.6% 

0.0% 

22.2%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

Golf  courses 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs 

repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 

Priority 

for  Construction  or 

Renovation 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority  Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

33.3% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

22.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

11.1% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

22.2% 

Tennis  courts 

44.4% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

55.6% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

22.2% 

Softball  fields 

11.1% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

22.2% 

Wading  pools 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

44.4% 

Swimming  pools 

88.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

Parks 

22.2% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

22.2% 

Playgrounds 

33.3% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

11.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

44.4% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

11.1% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

22.2% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

22.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

22.2% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

22.2% 

Dutton  (pop.  415) 

Nine  residences  and  twenty-five  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Dutton. 
This  is  a  return  of  22.5%  and  represents  6.2%  of  the  population.  Nineteen  (76.0%) 
were  from  within  the  city  limits,  four  (16.0%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city 
limits,  and  two  (4.0%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Fifteen 
respondents  were  male  and  ten  respondents  were  female. 


The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (270  visits) 
and  basket/volleyball  courts  (241  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms 
of  general  condition  were  basket/volleyball  courts  and  tennis  courts  (76.0%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (40.0%)  and  parks 
(16.0%).  Swimming  pools  (48.0%)  and  parks  (48.0%)  received  top  priority  for 
constructioh  or  renovation  while  basket/volleyball  courts,  athletic  fields,  softball 
fields  and  wading  pools  (32.0%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of 
this  data  for  the  community  of  Dutton  is  presented  in  Table  10. 

TABLE  10 

PROFILE:  DUTTON  (pop.  415) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

3 

3 

6 

Within  city  limits 

19 

13-18 

2 

0 

2 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

4 

19-30 

3 

2 

5 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

6 

4 

10 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 

15 

10 

25 

25 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

73 

92 

76 

241 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

41 

47 

20 

108 

Tennis  courts 

37 

50 

43 

130 

Baseball  fields 

48 

56 

35 

139 

Softball  fields 

65 

53 

35 

153 

Wading  pools 

16 

22 

10 

48 

Swimming  pools 

106 

107 

57 

270 

Parks 

40 

30 

26 

96 

Playgrounds 

38 

26 

20 

84 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

12 

12 

6 

30 

Golf  courses 

34 

32 

39 

105 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8 

6 

10 

24 
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TABLE  10  (continued) 
General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.0% 

0.0% 

76.0% 

4.0% 

12.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

72.0% 

4.0% 

20.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

76.0% 

4.0% 

8.0% 

Baseball  fields 

4.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

72.0% 

4.0% 

16.0% 

Softball  fields 

4.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

72.0% 

4.0% 

20.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

8.0  %  4.0% 

0.0% 

68.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

12.0% 

24.0% 

4.0% 

36.0% 

4.0% 

20.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

4.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

64.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

4.0% 

8.0% 

0.0% 

64.0% 

4.0% 

20.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

32.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

16.0% 

16.0% 

32.0% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

20.0% 

0.0% 

8.0% 

0.0% 

16.0% 

16.0% 

40.0% 

Golf  courses 

20.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

16.0% 

24.0% 

32.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

28.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

24.0% 

28.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is 

as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair  E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 

Priority  for  Construction  or 

Renovation 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

24.0% 

8.0% 

32.0% 

4.0% 

32.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

32.0% 

8.0% 

32.0% 

0.0% 

28.0% 

Tennis  courts 

32.0% 

12.0% 

28.0% 

4.0% 

24.0% 

Baseball  fields 

32.0% 

8.0% 

28.0% 

4.0% 

28.0% 

Softball  fields 

24.0% 

8.0% 

32.0% 

4.0% 

32.0% 

Wading  pools 

28.0% 

0.0% 

32.0% 

12.0% 

28.0% 

Swimming  pools 

48.0% 

4.0% 

28.0% 

4.0% 

16.0% 

Parks 

48.0% 

8.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

24.0% 

Playgrounds 

32.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

4.0% 

24.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

20.0% 

28.0% 

8.0% 

12.0% 

32.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

8.0% 

20.0% 

12.0% 

12.0% 

48.0% 

Golf  courses 

32.0% 

16.0% 

4.0% 

12.0% 

36.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

24.0% 

28.0% 

% 
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Froid  (pop.  330) 

Six  residences  and  fourteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Froid. 

This  is  a  return  of  20.0%  and  represents  6.2%  of  the  population.  Fourteen  (100%) 
were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Eight  respondents  were  male  and  six  were  female. 

i 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  tennis  courts  (18  visits)  and 
parks  (14  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were 
softball  fields  and  parks  (35.7%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were 
tennis  courts  (21.4%).  Swimming  pools  (71.4%)  and  playgrounds  (42.9%)  received 
top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  basket/volleyball  courts,  openspace 
athletic  fields,  tennis  courts,  baseball  fields  and  softball  fields  (28.6%)  headed  the 
list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Froid  is 
presented  in  Table  11. 


TABLE  11 

PROFILE:  FROID  (pop.  330) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age  Male  Femak 

1-12  0  0 

13-18  0  1 

19-30  2  1 

31-54  4  2 

55+  2  2 

-TotaL 

0 

1 

3 

6 

4 

Residence 

Within  city  limits 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 
Greater  than  four  miles 

No  response 

14 

0 

0 

0 

Total  8 

6 

14 

14 

Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Tennis  courts 

6 

6 

6 

18 

Baseball  fields 

4 

2 

2 

8 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

6 

4 

2 

12 

Parks 

6 

6 

2 

14 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

8 

2 

10 

Golf  courses 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  11  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

64.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

64.3% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

35.7% 

0.0% 

64.3% 

Wading  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Swimming  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

64.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

35.7% 

0.0% 

64.3% 

Playgrounds 

7.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

21.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 1.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

64.3% 

Golf  courses 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

71.4% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

78.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities 

response  is 

as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

21.4% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

50  0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

21.4% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

35.7% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

14.3% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

14.3% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

7.1% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

71.4% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

Parks 

35.7% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

•  0.0% 

42.9% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

7.1% 

35.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

21.4% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

50  0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.3% 

7.1% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

21.4% 

7.1% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.3% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

50.0% 
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Fromberg  (pop.  364) 


Three  residences  and  five  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Fromberg. 

This  is  a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  1.4%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  five  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Three  respondents  were 
male  and  two  were  female.  Due  to  the  small  return,  the  data  has  little  value  and  is 
presented  for  reference  in  tabular  form  only. 


A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Fromberg  is  presented  in  Table  12. 


TABLE  12 

PROFILE:  FROMBERG  (pop.  364) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

5 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

0 

1 

1 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

3 

0 

3 

No  response 

0 

0 

1 

1 

Total  3  2 


Facility 

Basket/volleyball  courts 
Openspace/athletic  fields 
Tennis  courts 
Baseball  fields 
Softball  fields 
Wading  pools 
Swimming  pools 
Parks 

Playgrounds 
Recreational  bikeways 
Hiking-walking  trails 
Golf  courses 
Motorcycle  trail  areas 


5 


Frequency  of  Use 


June 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21 

0 

0 

4 

0 

2 


Ml 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21 

0 

0 

4 

0 

2 


August 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21 

0 

0 

8 

0 

0 


5 


Total 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

63 

0 

0 

16 

0 

4 
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TABLE  12  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Tennis  courts 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Baseball  fields 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Softball  fields 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Wading  pools 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Swimming  pools 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t  know 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Tennis  courts 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Baseball  fields 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Softball  fields 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Wading  pools 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Swimming  pools 

60.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Parks 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Playgrounds 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

80.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Geraldine  (pop.  370) 


Six  residences  and  eleven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Geraldine.  This 
is  a  return  of  15.0%  and  represents  3.3%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires*  ten  (90.9%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  one  (9.1%)  was 
from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were  male  and 
four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  softball  fields  (14  visits)  and 
parks  (8  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  in  terms  of  general  condtion  were  open 
space/athletic  fields  (72.7%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were 
playgrounds  (45.5%)  and  baseball  and  softball  fields  and  parks  (36.4%).  Swimming 
pools  (72.7%)  and  parks  (54.5%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation, 
while  basketball/volleyball  courts,  recreational  bikeways,  hiking-walking  trails,  and 
motorcycle  trail  areas  (27.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile 
of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Geraldine  is  presented  in  Table  13. 

TABLE  13 

PROFILE:  GERALDINE  (pop.  370) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age  Male  Female 

1-12  1  0 

13-18  1  1 

19-30  0  1 

31-54  2  2 

55+  3  0 

Total 

1 

2 

1 

4 

3 

Residence 

Within  city  limits 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 
Greater  than  four  miles 

No  response 

10 

0 

1 

0 

Total  7 

4 

11 

11 

Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Tennis  courts 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

6 

6 

2 

14 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Parks 

2 

4 

2 

8 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

22 


TABLE  13  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D_ 

JL 

£. 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

54.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

72.7% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Tennis  courts 

18.2% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

36.4% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Wading  pools 

72.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Swimming  pools 

63.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

Parks 

18.2% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Playgrounds 

18.2% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

72.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

72,7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Golf  courses 

72.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

72.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

9.1% 

36.4% 

27.3% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

18.2% 

45.5% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Tennis  courts 

9.1% 

45.5% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Baseball  fields 

18.2% 

45.5% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Softball  fields 

18.2% 

45.5% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Wading  pools 

36.4% 

27.3% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Swimming  pools 

72.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Parks 

54.5% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Playgrounds 

45.5% 

27.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

36.4% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

36.4% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Golf  courses 

9.1% 

36.4% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

36.4% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

-23- 


Hysham  (pop.  373) 


Five  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Hysham.  This 
is  a  return  of  12.5%  and  represents  1.9%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  one  (14.2%)  was  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and 
six  (85.8%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Six  respondents 
were  male  and  one  was  female. 

No  facilities  were  identified  as  being  used  by  any  of  the  respondents.  The 
most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  softball  fields  (28.6%) 
and  parks  (28.6%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  the  swimming 
pools  (28.6%).  Parks  (28.6%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation 
while  hiking-walking  trails  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (28.6%)  headed  the  list  of  no 
priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Hysham  is  presented 
in  Table  14. 


TABLE  14 

PROFILE:  HYSHAM  (pop.  373) 


Age 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Description  of  Respondents 


Male.. 

Female 

TQtal 

Residence 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

6 

5 

1 

6 

No  response 

0 

l 

0 

1 

Total  6  17  7 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  14  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Tennis  courts 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

28.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Wading  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

28.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

28.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

28.6% 

Golf  courses 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

28.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Tennis  courts 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

71.4% 

Baseball  fields 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Softball  fields 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Wading  pools 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Swimming  pools 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Parks 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Playgrounds 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Hlklng-walklng  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Golf  courses 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

71.4% 
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Joliet  (pop.  412) 


Nine  residences  and  twenty-three  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Joliet. 
This  is  a  return  of  22.5%  and  represents  5.6%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  eleven  (47.8%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  three  (13.1%)  were 
from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  nine  (39.1%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twelve  respondents  were  male  and  eleven  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (232  visits) 
and  open  space/athletic  fields  (126  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms 
of  general  condition  were  parks  (34.8%)  and  tennis  courts  (30.4%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (21.6%)  and  playgrounds  (17.3%).  Swimming 
pools  (78.3%),  parks  and  playgrounds,  and  wading  pools  (52.2%)  received  top  priority 
for  construction  or  renovation  while  motorcycle  trail  areas  (13.0%)  headed  the  list  of 
no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Joliet  is  presented  in 
Table  15. 


TABLE  15 

PROFILE:  JOLIET  (pop.  412) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Mak. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

l 

2 

3 

Within  city  limits 

11 

13-18 

3 

0 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

3 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

9 

31-54 

4 

4 

8 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

4 

6 

Total 

12 

11 

23 

23 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

18 

18 

18 

54 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

43 

43 

40 

126 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

12 

12 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

76 

78 

78 

232 

Parks 

16 

20 

18 

54 

Playgrounds 

20 

22 

20 

62 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

0 

2 

4 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

4 

4 

10 
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TABLE  15  (continued) 


# 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

13.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.7% 

21.7% 

8.7% 

47.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

8.7% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

8.7% 

21.7% 

8.7% 

47.8% 

Tennis  courts 

13.0% 

4.3% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

30.4% 

4.3% 

43.5% 

Baseball  fields 

26.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.7% 

4.3% 

8.7% 

52.2% 

Softball  fields 

26.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.7% 

4.3% 

8.7% 

52.2% 

Wading  pools 

43.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

17.4% 

4.3% 

34.8% 

Swimming  pools 

39.1% 

8.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

17.4% 

4.3% 

30.4% 

Parks 

4.3% 

4.3% 

4.3% 

13.0% 

34.8% 

4.3% 

34.8% 

Playgrounds 

13.0% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

13.0% 

8.7% 

8.7% 

52.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

43.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

4.3% 

47.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

34.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.7% 

4.3% 

52.2% 

Golf  courses 

43.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

52.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

39.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

4.3% 

52.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

43.5% 

21.7% 

0.0% 

8.7% 

26.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

43.5% 

13.0% 

4.3% 

8.7% 

30.4% 

Tennis  courts 

43.5% 

13.0% 

8.7% 

8.7  % 

26.1% 

Baseball  fields 

34.8% 

17.4% 

8.7% 

8.7% 

30.4% 

Softball  fields 

39.1% 

21.7% 

8.7% 

4.3% 

26.1% 

Wading  pools 

52.2% 

13.0% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

30.4% 

Swimming  pools 

78.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.3% 

17.4% 

Parks 

52.2% 

13.0% 

4.3% 

4.3% 

26.1% 

Playgrounds 

52.2% 

13.0% 

4.3% 

4.3% 

26.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

39.1% 

21.7% 

4.3% 

8.7% 

26.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

39.1% 

21.7% 

4.3% 

8.7% 

26.1% 

Golf  courses 

47.8% 

17.4% 

4.3% 

8.7% 

21.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

34.8% 

21.7% 

13.0% 

4.3% 

26.1% 
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Lima  (pop.  351) 


Seven  residences  and  thirteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Lima. 

This  is  a  return  of  23.3%  and  represents  3.7%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  nine  (69.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  four  (30.8%) 
were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were  male 
and  six  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (274. visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  swimming  pools  (46.2%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  the  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (30.8%).  Parks  and  play¬ 
grounds  (46.2%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  recreational 
bikeways  and  hiking- walking  trails  (30.8%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A 
profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Lima  is  presented  in  Table  16. 

TABLE  16 

PROFILE:  LIMA  (pop.  351) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_. 

Male 

Female 

Tfttal. 

Residents 

1-12 

1 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

9 

13-18 

0 

3 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

1 

0 

1 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

3 

2 

5 

Total 

7 

6 

13 

13 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Softball  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Wading  pools 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Swimming  pools 

88 

103 

83 

274 

Parks 

12 

14 

14 

40 

Playgrounds 

4 

2 

2 

8 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

10 

10 

10 

30 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  16  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

38.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

15.4% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Tennis  courts 

53.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Baseball  fields 

23.1% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Softball  fields 

30.8% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Wading  pools 

38.5% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

38.5% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

46.2% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

Playgrounds 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

53.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

38.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

30.8% 

Golf  courses 

53.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

46.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

30.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

15.4% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.7% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

69.2% 

Tennis  courts 

30.8% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

46.2% 

Baseball  fields 

7.7% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Wading  pools 

7.7% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

53.8% 

Swimming  pools 

30.8% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

46.2% 

Parks 

46.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

46.2% 

Playgrounds 

46.2% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.4% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

46.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

7.7% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Golf  courses 

7.7% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

7.7% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

61.5% 
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Medicine  Lake  (pop.  393) 


Seven  residences  and  fourteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Medicine 
Lake.  This  is  a  return  of  17.5%  and  represents  3.6%  of  the  population.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  seven  (50.0%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  five  (35.7%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  one  (7.2%)  was  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Ten  respondents  were  male  and  four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  softball  fields  (24  visits) 
and  parks  (18  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition 
were  swimming  pools  and  wading  pools  (71.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most 
unsatisfactory  were  baseball  fields  (28.5%).  Tennis  courts  (35.7%)  received  top 
priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  recreational  bikeways,  hiking-walking 
trails  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (14.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A 
profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Medicine  Lake  is  presented  in  Table  17. 

TABLE  17 

PROFILE:  MEDICINE  LAKE  (pop.  373) 


Age, 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Description  of  Respondents 


Male 

Female 

Total.. 

Residence 

1 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

7 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

5 

3 

1 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

4 

2 

6 

No  response 

1 

2 

1 

3 

Total  10  4  .14  14 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Tennis  courts 

4 

2 

2 

8 

Baseball  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Softball  fields 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Wading  pools 

2 

4 

4 

10 

Swimming  pools 

2 

6 

6 

14 

Parks 

2 

8 

8 

18 

Playgrounds 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  17  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

21.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

35.7% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

35.7% 

14.3% 

21.4% 

Softball  fields 

21.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

21.4% 

14.3% 

21.4% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

Parks 

21.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

Playgrounds 

21.4% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

21.4% 

7.1% 

28.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

35.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

35.7% 

Golf  courses 

42.9% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

35.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

35.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t  know 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Hign 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.3% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.1% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

35.7% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Baseball  fields 

21.4% 

7.1% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

42.9% 

Softball  fields 

21.4% 

7.1% 

7.1% 

21.4% 

42.9% 

Wading  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Swimming  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Playgrounds 

7.1% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

7.1% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

7.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

50.0% 

m 
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Opheim  (pop.  306) 


Three  residences  and  eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Opheim. 

This  is  a  return  of  10.0%  and  represents  2.6%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  three  (37.5%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  four  (50.0%)  were 
from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  one  (12.5%)  was  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Six  respondents  were  male  and  two  were  females. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (16  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  open  space/athletic  fields 
and  parks  (12.5%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (24.5%). 
Parks  (87.5%)  and  swimming  pools  (62.5%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation,  while  golf  courses  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (25.0%)  headed  the  list  of  no 
priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Opheim  is  presented  in 
Table  18 


TABLE  18 

PROFILE:  OPHEIM  (pop.  306) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age.. 

.Mate-. 

Female 

.Total 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

1 

2 

Within  city  limits 

3 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

4 

19-30 

1 

0 

1 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

31-54 

3 

1 

4 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

0 

1 

Total 

6 

2 

8 

8 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

4 

2 

2 

8 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

6 

6 

4 

16 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  18  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

2515% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

62.5% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

37.5% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

25.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

37.5% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

37.5% 

Parks 

0.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

37.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

37.5% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

37.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

37.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 
A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E. 

follows: 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

37.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

50.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5  % 

Tennis  courts 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

Baseball  fields 

50.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

37.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

Swimming  pools 

62.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Parks 

87.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

50.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

37.5% 
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Richey  (pop.  389) 


Five  residences  and  twelve  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Richey. 

This  is  a  return  of  12.5%  and  represents  3.1%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  five  (41.7%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  seven  (58.3%)  were 
from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Nine  respondents  were  male  and  three 
were  females. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (34  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (58.3%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basket/volleyball  courts  (33.3%)  and  softball  fields 
(25.0%).  Parks  (58.3%)  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (41.7%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation,  while  golf  courses  (16.7%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Richey  is  presented  in  Table  19. 

TABLE  19 

PROFILE:  RICHEY  (pop.  389) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female. 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

1 

2 

Within  city  limits 

5 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

3 

1 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

7 

31-54 

1 

1 

2 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

4 

0 

4 

Total 

9 

3 

12 

12 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

4 

2 

8 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

2 

4 

6 

Swimming  pools 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Parks 

12 

12 

10 

34 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  19  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A. 

B 

c 

D_ 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

41.7% 

Tennis  courts 

25.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

25.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

8.3% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

41.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

Parks 

8.3% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

58.3% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

Playgrounds 

8.3% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

41.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

41.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

41.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

41.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16.7% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

25.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Tennis  courts 

8.3% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Baseball  fields 

8.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

58.3% 

Softball  fields 

16.7% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Swimming  pools 

33.3% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Parks 

58.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Playgrounds 

33.3% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

58.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

8.3% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

41.7% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Saco  (pop.  356) 


$ 

Five  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Saco.  This  is 
a  return  of  16.7%  and  represents  2%  of  the  population  of  that  community.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  four  (57.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  three  (42.8%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Four  respondents  were  male  and  three  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (10  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (28.6%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  baseball  and  softball  fields  (28.6%);  tennis  courts, 
parks,  playgrounds,  and  recreational  bikeways  (28.6%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Saco  is 
presented  in  Table  20. 


TABLE  20 

PROFILE:  SACO  (pop.  356) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Mak.. 

Female 

Total . 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

4 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

0 

0 

0 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

4 

3 

7 

Total 

4 

3 

7 

7 

Facility 

Basket/volleyball  courts 
Openspace/athletic  fields 
Tennis  courts 
Baseball  fields 
Softball  fields 
Wading  pools 
Swimming  pools 
Parks 

Playgrounds 
Recreational  bikeways 
Hiking- walking  trails 
Golf  courses 
Motorcycle  trail  areas 


Frequency  of  Use 


June 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


July 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


August 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


Total 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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TABLE  20  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

71.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

71.4% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

71.4% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Tennis  courts 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Parks 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Playgrounds 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

COMMUNITIES  OF  501-1000  POPULATION 


One  hundred  and  fifty-two  residences  and  three  hundred  and  thirty-two  residents 
from  twenty-eight  communities  responded  to  the  survey  from  this  population  category, 
representing  a  return  of  13.0%.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  two  hundred  and  three 
(61.4%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  forty-one  (12.4%)  were  from  within  4  miles 
of  the  city  limits,  eighty-seven  (29.2%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city 
limits,  and  there  was  one  no  response. 

Swimming  pools  (987  visits)  were  the  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community, 
followed  by  parks  (827  visits),  baseball  fields  (513  visits)  and  softball  fields  (469  visits). 
Top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  was  received  by  parks  (42.2%),  playgrounds 
(35.8%),  swimming  pools  (33.7%),  and  tennis  courts  (25.6%).  Those  areas  and  facilities 
receiving  the  highest  no  priority  response  included  open  space/athletic  fields  (17.8%), 
golf  courses  (17.2%),  swimming  pools  (15.7%),  and  basket/volleyball  courts  (15.4%). 
Parks,  baseball  and  softball  fields,  swimming  pools  and  playgrounds  were  perceived 
as  being  the  most  satisfactory  as  far  as  the  general  condition  of  the  facility  was 
concerned.  Swimming  pools,  parks,  and  playgrounds  were  perceived  as  being  most 
unsatisfactory.  This  summary  is  presented  in  Table  21. 

TABLE  21 

PROFILE:  COMMUNITIES  OF  500  -  1000  POPULATION  (N=28) 

Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Mate.. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

21 

16 

37 

Within  city  limits 

203 

13-18 

20 

19 

39 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

41 

19-30 

27 

29 

56 

Greater  than  four  miles 

87 

31-54 

67 

46 

113 

No  response 

1 

55+ 

50 

37 

87 

Total  185  147  332  332 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

48 

50 

58 

156 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

103 

110 

124 

337 

Tennis  courts 

51 

85 

62 

198 

Baseball  fields 

215 

184 

114 

513 

Softball  fields 

161 

195 

113 

469 

Wading  pools 

14 

39 

26 

79 

Swimming  pools 

270 

423 

294 

987 

Parks 

241 

297 

289 

827 

Playgrounds 

130 

138 

123 

391 

Recreational  bikeways 

40 

40 

74 

154 

Hiking- walking  trails 

53 

57 

65 

175 

Golf  courses 

100 

109 

98 

307 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

24 

36 
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TABLE  21  (continued) 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

23.5% 

2.7% 

2.4% 

3.0% 

26.5% 

9.3% 

32.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

13.6% 

0.6% 

1.5% 

3.6% 

34.3% 

12.3% 

34.0% 

Tennis  courts 

25.3% 

1.8% 

6.6% 

3.9% 

20.8% 

9.0% 

32.5% 

Baseball  fields 

7.2% 

3.0% 

8.1% 

1.8% 

38.6% 

9.0% 

32.2% 

Softball  fields 

7.2% 

2.4% 

9.0% 

3.6% 

36.7% 

8.4% 

32.5% 

Wading  pools 

25.6% 

3.3% 

1.5% 

1.8% 

22.6% 

9.9% 

35.2% 

Swimming  pools 

12.7% 

9.9% 

2.7% 

4.5% 

38.3% 

5.4% 

26.5% 

Parks 

4.8% 

4.2% 

3.9% 

8.1% 

49.7% 

6.0% 

23.2% 

Playgrounds 

11.1% 

1.5% 

4.2% 

6.9% 

36.4% 

8.1% 

31.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

44.6% 

0.3% 

0.3% 

2.7% 

4.5% 

12.7% 

34.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

35.8% 

0.3% 

0.9% 

1.8% 

14.2% 

11.4% 

35.5% 

Golf  courses 

42.5% 

0.3% 

2.7% 

1.8% 

6.9% 

13.0% 

32.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

37.3% 

0.3% 

0.6% 

1.8% 

8.4% 

14.5% 

37.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  i 

is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

24.1% 

18.1% 

15.4% 

8.7% 

33.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16.6% 

17.2% 

17.8% 

11.1% 

37.3% 

Tennis  courts 

25.6% 

21.1% 

12.3% 

7.5% 

33.4% 

Baseball  fields 

24.7% 

18.4% 

13.3% 

6.9% 

36.7% 

Softball  fields 

24.7% 

17.8% 

13.6% 

6.6% 

37.3% 

Wading  pools 

17.5% 

22.0% 

13.6% 

10.2% 

36.7% 

Swimming  pools 

33.7% 

10.5% 

15.7% 

5.1% 

34.9% 

Parks 

42.2% 

12.3% 

11.7% 

3.9% 

29.5% 

Playgrounds 

35.8% 

13.6% 

13.6% 

5.1% 

31.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

18.1% 

22.3% 

9.9% 

13.9% 

35.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

13.9% 

21.7% 

14.5% 

13.9% 

36.1% 

Golf  courses 

12.3% 

17.2% 

17.2% 

22.3% 

31.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

10,5% 

22.3% 

13.9% 

18.7% 

34.6% 

Individual  communities  within  this  population  category  have  been  treated  in  a 
similar  manner  on  the  following  pages.  They  are  presented  in  alphabetical  order  and 
include: 


1. 

Belt 

10. 

Ekalaka 

19. 

St.  Ignatius 

2. 

Big  Sandy 

11. 

Ennis 

20. 

Sheridan 

3. 

Bridger 

12. 

Fairfield 

21. 

Stanford 

4. 

Broadus 

13. 

Fairview 

22. 

Stevensville 

5. 

Cascade 

14. 

Hot  Springs 

23. 

Sunburst 

6. 

Chester 

15. 

Jordan 

24. 

Superior 

7. 

Circle 

16. 

Lodge  Grass 

25. 

Terry 

8. 

Culbertson 

17. 

Manhattan 

26. 

Twin  Bridges 

9. 

Darby 

18. 

Nashua 

27. 

Valier 

28. 

West  Yellowstone 

Belt  (pop.  656) 

Three  residences  and  six  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Belt.  This  is  a 
return  of  7.5%  and  represents  0.9%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  question¬ 
naires,  six  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Four  respondents  were  male 
and  two  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  open  space/athletic  facilities 
(16  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  openspace/ 
athletic  fields  (33.3%)  and  parks  (33.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory 
were  baseball  fields,  softball  fields,  swimming  pools  and  playgrounds  (66.7%).  Basketball/ 
volleyball  courts,  softball  fields,  and  parks  (66.7%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
and  renovation.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  community  of  Belt  is  presented  in  Table  22. 

TABLE  22 

PROFILE:  BELT  (pop.  356) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

.Male 

..Female 

--Ifttfll 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

6 

13-18 

2 

0 

2 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

1 

1 

2 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 

4 

2 

6 

6 
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TABLE  22  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16 

0 

0 

16 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

6 

0 

6 

Parks 

4 

0 

4 

8 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

4 

4 

0 

8 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

d~0% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

33.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3%. 

Hiking-walking  trails 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  22  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

50.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

33.3% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

50.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Parks 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

50.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

33.3% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

16. 7% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

33.3% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Big  Sandy  (pop.  827) 

Five  residences  and  ten  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Big  Sandy.  This 
is  a  return  of  10%  and  represents  1.2%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  question¬ 
naires,  five  (50%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  two  (20%)  were  fromwithin  four  miles 
of  the  city  limits,  and  three  (30%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits. 
Seven  respondents  were  male  and  three  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (24  visits).  Ths  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  baseball  fields  (50%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (20%).  Parks  (50%)  received  top 
priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  wading  pools,  baseball  and  softball 
fields  and  playgrounds  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data 
for  the  community  of  Big  Sandy  is  presented  in  Table  23. 

TABLE  23 

PROFILE:  BIG  SANDY  (pop.  827) 


Description 


Age 

Male.- 

Female 

Total 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

13-18 

l 

0 

1 

19-30 

0 

2 

2 

31-54 

3 

1 

4 

55+ 

3 

0 

3 

Total 

7 

3 

10 

of  Respondents 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  5 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  2 

Greater  than  four  miles  3 

No  response  0 


10 
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TABLE  23  (continued) 


§ 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

6 

2 

4 

12 

Baseball  fields 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Softball  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

2 

6 

4 

12 

Parks 

4 

4 

2 

10 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking* walking  trails 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Golf  courses 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A_ 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

30.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

70.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

10.0% 

50.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Playgrounds 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

70.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Golf  courses 

10.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

70.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G.  No 

respoi 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  23  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleytall  courts 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Tennis  courts 

20.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

80.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Parks 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Playgrounds 

10.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

10.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

10.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Golf  courses 

10.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Bridger  (pop.  717) 


Three  residences  and  eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Bridger. 

This  is  a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  2%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  six  (75%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  two  (25%)  were 
from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Four  respondents  were  male  and 
four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (92  visits) 
and  open  space/athletic  fields  (48  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms 
of  general  condition  were  parks  and  playgrounds  (87.5%)  and  swimming  pools  (75%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  baseball  fields  (50%).  Baseball 
fields  (62.5%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  eight  different 
facilities  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  community 
of  Bridger  is  presented  in  Table  24. 


TABLE  24 

PROFILE:  BRIDGER  (pop.  717) 


Description 


Age 

.Male.- 

Female 

IttlaL 

1-12 

2 

0 

2 

13-18 

0 

1 

l 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

31-54 

1 

3 

4 

55+ 

1 

0 

1 

of  Respondents 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  2 

No  response  0 


Total 


4 


4 
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TABLE  24  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

8 

4 

8 

20 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

6 

22 

20 

48 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Baseball  fields 

8 

8 

13 

29 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Swimming  pools 

28 

31 

33 

92 

Parks 

4 

4 

8 

16 

Playgrounds 

18 

8 

8 

34 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

.  B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

37.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

87.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

87.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

62.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Golf  courses 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 


A  Not  available 

B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair 

D.  Unsatisfactory 


E.  Satisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 


G.  No  response 
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TABLE  24  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

50.0% 

37.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

62.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

50.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

37.5% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

37.5% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

25.0% 

25.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

37.5% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

50.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

25.0% 

37.5% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

37.5% 

50.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

Broadus  (pop.  799) 

Five  residences  and  nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Broadus.  This 
is  a  return  of  12.5%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  question¬ 
naires,  four  (44.5%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  five  (54.5%)  were  from  within 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Five  respondents  were  male  and  four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (54  visits)  and  parks 
(32  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  openspace/ 
athletic  fields,  wading  pools  and  playgrounds  (77.8%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most 
unsatisfactory  were  golf  courses  (77.8%)  and  swimming  pools  (33.3%).  Parks  and 
playgrounds  (33.3%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while 
basket/volleyball  courts,  open  space/athletic  fields,  baseball  and  softball  fields  (55.6%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of 
Broadus  is  presented  in  Table  25. 


TABLE  25 

PROFILE:  BROADUS  (799) 
Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total . 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

1 

2 

Within  city  limits 

4 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

5 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

1 

0 

1 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 

5 

4 

9 

9 
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TABLE  25  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

0 

2 

6 

Tennis  courts 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Baseball  fields 

8 

8 

4 

20 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

2 

8 

2 

12 

Swimming  pools 

6 

8 

8 

22 

Parks 

12 

8 

12 

32 

Playgrounds 

10 

8 

10 

28 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

22 

15 

17 

54 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

55.6% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  25  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

11.1% 

11.1% 

55.6% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

11.1% 

11.1% 

55.6% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Tennis  courts 

22.2% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Baseball  fields 

11.1% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

22.2% 

22.2% 

Wading  pools 

11.1% 

22.2% 

44.4% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Swimming  pools 

11.1% 

22.2% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Parks 

33.3% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Playgrounds 

33.3% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

11.1% 

55.6% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

55.6% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Golf  courses 

11.1% 

22.2% 

44.4% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

55.6% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Cascade  (pop.  714) 


Seven  residences  and  seventeen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Cascade. 
This  is  a  return  of  17.5%  and  represents  2.4%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  six  (35.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  eleven  (64.7%)  were 
from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eight  respondents  were  male  and 
nine  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  was  swimming  pools  (28  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  playgrounds  (41.2%) 
and  parks  (41.2%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools 
and  parks  (11.8%).  Tennis  courts  (17.6%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation,  while  basket/volleyball  courts  (17.6%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items. 
A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Cascade  is  presented  in  Table  26. 

TABLE  26 

PROFILE:  CASCADE  (pop.  714) 


Description 


Age_ 

Male 

Female 

Total 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

13-18 

0 

1 

1 

19-30 

2 

3 

5 

31-54 

2 

2 

4 

55+ 

4 

3 

7 

Total 

8 

9 

17 

of  Respondents 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  11 

No  response  0 


TABLE  26  (continued) 


ft 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Wading  pools 

4 

2 

0 

6 

Swimming  pools 

6 

12 

10 

28 

Parks 

4 

8 

8 

20 

Playgrounds 

4 

6 

6 

16 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

4 

4 

8 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition 

of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

5.9% 

5.9% 

<ns% 

0.0% 

17.6% 

5.9% 

64.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

5.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.5% 

5.9% 

64.7% 

Tennis  courts 

29.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

64.7% 

Baseball  fields 

11.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

17.6% 

5.9% 

64.7% 

Softball  fields 

17.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.8% 

5.9% 

64.7% 

Wading  pools 

23.5% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

64.7% 

Swimming  pools 

5.9% 

11.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

29.4% 

0.0% 

52.9% 

Parks 

5.9% 

11.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.2% 

0.0% 

41.2% 

Playgrounds 

5.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.2% 

0.0% 

52.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

29.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

5.9% 

58.8% 

Hiking-walking  frails 

29.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

5.9% 

58.8% 

Golf  courses 

23.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.8% 

64.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

23.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.8% 

5.9% 

58.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

;  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’l 

t  know 
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TABLE  26  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

17.6% 

5.9% 

76.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

5.9% 

11.8% 

5.9% 

76.5% 

Tennis  courts 

17.6% 

5.9% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

70.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

5.9% 

5.9% 

11.8% 

76.5% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

5.9% 

5.9% 

11.8% 

76.5% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

11.8% 

0.0% 

11.8% 

76.5% 

Swimming  pools 

11.8% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

11.8% 

70.6% 

Parks 

11.8% 

5.9% 

11.8% 

5.9% 

64.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.8% 

11.8% 

76.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

11.8% 

11.8% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

70.6% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

11.8% 

17.6% 

11.8% 

5.9% 

52.9% 

Golf  courses 

5.9% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

11.8% 

76.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

5.9% 

0.0% 

17.6% 

76.5% 

Chester  (pop.  936) 

Eight  residences  and  eighteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Chester.  This 
is  a  return  of  16%  and  represents  1.9%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  question¬ 
naires,  fifteen  (83.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  three  (16.7%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Nine  respondents  were  male  and  nine  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (202  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  conditions  were  parks  (66.7%),  tennis  courts 
(55.6%),  and  softball  fields  (55.6%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory 
were  parks  and  playgrounds  (16.7%).  Parks  (50%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
or  renovation  while  openspace/athletic  fields  (44.4%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Chester  is  presented  in  Table  27. 

TABLE  27 

\ 

PROFILE:  CHESTER  (pop.  936) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age. 

Male. 

Female 

Total. 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

2 

2 

Within  city  limits 

15 

13-18 

0 

1 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

2 

1 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

5 

3 

8 

Total 

9 

9 

18 

18 
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TABLE  27  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July. 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

14 

19 

13 

46 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

10 

14 

8 

32 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

34 

54 

0 

88 

Parks 

67 

70 

65 

202 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

4 

4 

Golf  courses 

2 

4 

0 

6 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

c 

D_ 

JL 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

5.6% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Wading  pools 

38.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

11.1% 

44.4% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6  % 

0.0% 

50.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

5.6% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

38.9% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

38.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

5.6% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

38.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

55.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 


A. 

Not  available 

C. 

Needs  repair 

E. 

B. 

Too  crowded 

D. 

Unsatisfactory 

F. 

follows: 
Satisfactory 
Don’t  know 


G.  No  response 
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TABLE  27  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

5.6% 

38.9% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

5.6% 

38.9% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

5.6% 

38.9% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Softball  fields 

11.1% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

11.1% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Swimming  pools 

5.6% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

5.6% 

50.0% 

Parks 

50.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

22.2% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

5.6% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

33.3% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

61.1% 

Golf  courses 

11.1% 

16.7% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

5.6% 

‘22.2% 

5.6% 

5.6% 

61.1% 

Circle  (pop.  964) 


Six  residences  and  thirteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Circle.  This  is 
a  return  of  12%  and  represents  1.4%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
twelve  (92.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  one  (7.7%)  was  from  within  four 
miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eight  respondents  were  male  and  five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community  were  golf  courses  (143  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  tennis  courts, 
wading  pools,  and  parks  (76.9%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory 
were  swimming  pools  (23.1%).  Parks  (61.5%)  and  playgrounds  (53.8%)  received 
top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  hiking-walking  trails  (23.1%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Circle  is 
presented  in  Table  28. 


TABLE  28 

PROFILE:  CIRCLE  (pop.  964) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Mate 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

12 

13-18 

1 

1 

2 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

1 

19-30 

2 

0 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

2 

4 

6 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

0 

2 

Total 

8 

5 

13 
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TABLE  28  (continued) 


i 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

6 

2 

2 

10 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

15 

19 

13 

47 

Baseball  fields 

10 

14 

10 

34 

Softball  fields 

18 

18 

13 

49 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

4 

6 

4 

14 

Parks 

8 

21 

10 

39 

Playgrounds 

10 

15 

10 

35 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

44 

44 

55 

143 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

F. 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

61.5% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

15.4% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

46.2% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

76.9% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

76.9% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

76.9% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

Playgrounds 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

30.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

30.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

30.8  % 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

23.1% 

23.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

30.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


<1 
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TABLE  28  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

30.8% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

23.1% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

46.2% 

Tennis  courts 

23.1% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Baseball  fields 

38.5% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Softball  fields 

23.1% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Wading  pools 

23.1% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Swimming  pools 

38.5% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Parks 

61.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

Playgrounds 

53.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

46.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

23.1% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

46.2% 

Golf  courses 

7.7% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

38.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

7.7% 

23.1% 

,7.7% 

15.4% 

46.2% 

Culbertson  (pop.  821) 

Nine  residences  and  fifteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Culbertson. 

This  is  a  return  of  18%  and  represents  1.8%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  eleven  (73.4%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  two  (13.3%)  were 
from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  two  (13.3%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eight  respondents  were  male  and  seven  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  openspace/athletic  fields  (19  visits). 
The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  wading  pools  (46.7%), 
swimming  pools  and  baseball  fields  (40.0%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatis¬ 
factory  were  tennis  courts  (26.6%).  Parks  (40%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
or  renovation,  while  swimming  pools  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (6.7%)  headed  the 
list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Culbertson 
is  presented  in  Table  29. 
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TABLE  29 


PROFILE:  CULBERTSON  (pop.  821) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age.  Male  .Female 

M2  0  0 

13-18  0  0 

19-30  0  2 

31-54  3  1 

55+  5  4 


latfll 

0 

0 

2 

4 

9 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  11 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  2 

Greater  than  four  miles  2 

No  response  0 


Total  8  7  15  15 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

4 

4 

10 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

4 

13 

19 

Tennis  courts 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Baseball  fields 

4 

4 

0 

8 

Softball  fields 

2 

4 

0 

6 

Wading  pools 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Swimming  pools 

4 

6 

2 

12 

Parks 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

o 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

33.3% 

20.0% 

Baseball  fields 

6.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

26.7% 

Softball  fields 

6.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

33.3% 

13.3% 

Wading  pools 

6.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

46.7% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

Parks 

20.9% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

13.3% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

40.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

26.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

26.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

26.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  29  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

13.3% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

26.7% 

13.3% 

ao% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Tennis  courts 

13.3% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Baseball  fields 

26.7% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Softball  fields 

26.7% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Wading  pools 

13.3% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Swimming  pools 

33.3% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Parks 

40.0% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Playgrounds 

33.3% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

6.7% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

46.7% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

20.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

26.7% 

6.7% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Darby  (pop.  538) 

Five  residences  and  fifteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Darby.  This 
is  a  return  of  16.7%  and  represents  2.8%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  question¬ 
naires,  eight  (53.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  seven  (46.7%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Nine  respondents  were  male  and  six  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (30  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (53.3%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (16.7%)  and  baseball  and  softball  fields  (13.3%). 
Tennis  courts  and  swimming  pools  (40%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation,  while  golf  courses  (40%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile 
of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Darby  is  presented  in  Table  30. 

TABLE  30 

PROFILE:  DARBY  (pop.  538) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male., 

Female 

XataL 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

l 

Within  city  limits 

8 

13-18 

2 

1 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

7 

31-54 

6 

4 

10 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

0 

1 

1 

Total 

9 

6 

15 

“55- 
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TABLE  30  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

10 

8 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

8 

4 

4 

Tennis  courts 

6 

10 

4 

Baseball  fields 

0 

4 

2 

Softball  fields 

0 

4 

2 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

2 

Swimming  pools 

4 

8 

4 

Parks 

8 

12 

10 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

4 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

4 

4 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

2 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D_ 

E _ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

13.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

6.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Tennis  courts 

13.3% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

6.7% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

6.7% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

Parks 

6.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

53.3% 

Playgrounds 

13.3% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

13.3% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Golf  courses 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory 

E  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


Total 

22 

16 

20 

6 

6 

2 

16 

30 

8 

0 

12 

0 

2 


F_  G_ 
20.0%  26.7% 

33.3%  26.7% 

13.3%  26.7% 

13.3%  26.7% 

13.3%  26.7% 

26.7%  26.7% 

13.3%  26.7% 

13.3%  13.3% 

13.3%  26.7% 

33.3%  26.7% 

26.7%  26.7% 

33.3%  26.7% 

33.3%  26.7% 


G.  No  response 
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TABLE  80  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.0% 

40.0% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

20.0% 

46.7% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Tennis  courts 

40.0% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Baseball  fields 

13.3% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Softball  fields 

20.0% 

40.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Wading  pools 

6.7% 

40.0% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

Swimming  pools 

40.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Parks 

26.7% 

53.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Playgrounds 

20.0% 

33.3% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

26.7% 

26.7% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

33.3% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

13.3% 

40.0% 

26.7% 

20.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

Ekalaka  (pop.  633) 

Three  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Ekalaka.  This 
is  a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  question¬ 
naires,  three  (42.9%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  four  (57.1%)  were  from  greater 
than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Three  respondents  were  male  and  four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (28  visits)  and  swimming 
pools  (20  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were 
playgrounds  (71.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  wading 
pools  and  swimming  pools  (57.1%).  Swimming  pools  (71.4%)  received  top  priority 
for  construction  or  renovation  while  seven  different  facilities  (14.3%)  headed  the  list 
of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Ekalaka  is  presented 
in  Table  31. 


TABLE  31 

PROFILE:  EKALAKA  (pop.  633) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

.Male 

Female 

.Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

2 

2 

Within  city  limits 

3 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

1 

2 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

0 

2 

Total 


3 


4 
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TABLE  31  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

6 

6 

8 

20 

Parks 

8 

10 

10 

28 

Playgrounds 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

F. 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Tennis  courts 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Golf  courses 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  31  (continued) 
Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

28.6% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

57.1% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

57.1% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Wading  pools 

14.3% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

71.4% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Parks 

28.6% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Playgrounds 

28.6% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

14.3% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0 

42.9% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Ennis  (pop.  501) 


Three  residences  and  ten  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Ennis.  This  is 
a  return  of  10%  and  represents  20%  of  the  population.  All  ten  (100%)  were  from 
within  the  city  limits.  Eight  respondents  were  male  and  two  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  openspace/athletic  fields  (54 
visits)  and  parks  (40  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general 
condition  were  parks  and  playgrounds  (100%)  and  baseball  fields  (90%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  baseball  and  softball  fields  (10%). 
Hiking-walking  trails  (60%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation 
while  open  space/athletic  fields  and  playgrounds  (60%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Ennis  is  presented  in  Table  32. 

TABLE  32 

PROFILE:  ENNIS  (pop.  501) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Agg... 

Male 

Female 

..Total 

1-12 

4 

0 

4 

13-18 

1 

0 

l 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

31-54 

3 

2 

5 

55+ 

0 

0 

0 

Residence 

Within  city  limits  10 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  0 

No  response  0 


Total 


8 


2 


10 


10 


TABLE  32  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

4 

4 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

18 

18 

18 

54 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

36 

0 

0 

36 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

8 

18 

14 

40 

Playgrounds 

12 

8 

4 

24 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

F. 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

60.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

Tennis  courts 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

90.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

80.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

Wading  pools 

90.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

Swimming  pools 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

70.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

30.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Golf  courses 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  32  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Tennis  courts 

10.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Baseball  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Softball  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Wading  pools 

40.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Swimming  pools 

40.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Parks 

40.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

Playgrounds 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

40.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

60.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

Golf  courses 

40.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

20.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

Fairfield  (pop.  638) 


Four  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Fairfield. 
This  is  a  return  of  10%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  two  (28.6%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  five  (71.4%)  were 
from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Four  respondents  were  male  and 
three  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (28  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (71.4%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basket/volleyball  courts  (143%). 
Playgrounds  (42.9%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while 
four  separate  facilities  (14.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile 
of  this  data  for  community  of  Fairfield  is  presented  in  Table  33. 

TABLE  33 

PROFILE:  FAIRFIELD  (pop.  638) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age... 

Male... 

Female. 

TqM 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

2 

13-18 

0 

1 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

5 

31-54 

2 

1 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 


4 


3 


7  —61— 
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TABLE  33  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

6 

0 

8 

Tennis  courts 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Baseball  fields 

10 

6 

0 

16 

Softball  fields 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

8 

6 

4 

18 

Parks 

16 

8 

4 

28 

Playgrounds 

2 

4 

4 

10 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

0 

2 

4 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D_ 

E 

F_ 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Tennis  courts 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

71.4% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

'0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  33  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

42.9% 

Tennis  courts 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

42.9% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

57.1% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Parks 

28.6% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

57.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

42.9% 

Fairview  (pop.  956) 


Four  residences  and  eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Fairview.  This  is 
a  return  of  10%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
all  eight  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Four  respondents  were  male  and 
four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  open  space/athletic  fields,  baseball 
fields  and  parks  (16  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition 
were  open  space/athletic  fields  (62.5%)  and  baseball  fields  (62.5%).  Those  perceived  as 
being  most  unsatisfactory  were  playgrounds  (25%).  Swimming  pools  (50%),  parks  (50%), 
and  playgrounds  (50%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  four 
separate  facilities  (25%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data 
for  the  community  of  Fairview  is  presented  in  Table  34. 

TABLE  34 

PROFILE:  FAIRVIEW  (pop.  956) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

1 

1 

Within  city  limits 

8 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

1 

1 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

2 

1 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

1 

3 

Total 


4 


4 


— 63 
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TABLE  34  (continued) 


♦ 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Opensp ace/athletic  fields 

6 

6 

4 

16 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

6 

6 

4 

'  16 

Softball  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Parks 

8 

6 

2 

16 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A. 

B 

c 

dl 

E_ 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Tennis  courts 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25,0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Softball  fields 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Parks 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Golf  courses 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

37. 5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is 

as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  34  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

37.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

Baseball  fields 

37.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Softball  fields 

37.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

Swimming  pools 

50.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Parks 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Playgrounds 

50.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

37.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

Golf  courses 

12.5% 

0.0%  • 

0.0% 

50.0% 

37.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

50.0% 

Hot  Springs  (pop.  664) 

Three  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Hot  Springs. 

This  is  a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  all  seven  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Three  respondents 
were  male  and  four  were  females. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were-hiking-walking  trails  (45  visits). 
The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  hiking-walking  trails 
(42.9%).  Five  different  facilities  were  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory.  Swimming 
pools  (85.7%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  baseball  and 
softball  fields  (42.9%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data 
for  the  community  of  Hot  Springs  is  presented  in  Table  35. 

TABLE  35 

PROFILE:  HOT  SPRINGS  (pop.  664) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

1-12 

1348 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Male  -.Female  Total 
112 
0  0  0 

1  2  3 

1  0  1 

0  1  l 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  7 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  0 

No  response  0 


Total  3  4 
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TABLE  35  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Swimming  pools 

6 

6 

6 

18 

Parks 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

4 

8 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

15 

15 

15 

45 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

4 

4 

4 

12 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D_ 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Tennis  courts 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

42.9% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

42.9% 

Wading  pools 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Parks 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Playgrounds 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Golf  courses 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  35  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.3% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.3% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Tennis  courts 

28.6% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

28.6% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Wading  pools 

28.6% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

85.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Parks 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0.0% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Golf  courses 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Jordan  (pop.  529) 


Three  residences  and  three  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Jordan.  This  is 
a  return  of  10%  and  represents  0.6%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
all  three  (100%)  were  fromwithin  the  city  limits.  One  respondent  was  male  and  two  were 
female.  Due  to  the  small  return,  the  data  is  of  little  value  and  is  presented  for  reference  in 
tabular  form  only.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Jordan  is  presented  in 
Table  36. 


TABLE  36 

PROFILE:  JORDAN  (pop.  529) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Ace 

Male 

Female 

...Total. 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

3 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

0 

0 

0 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

2 

3 

Total 


1 


2 


3 


3 


TABLE  36  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0  ' 

Baseball  fields 

0  • 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0%  < 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  36  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Tennis  courts 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

66.7% 

Lodge  Grass  (pop.  806) 

Six  residences  and  fourteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Lodge  Grass.  This 
is  a  return  of  12%  and  represents  1.7%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
five  (35.7%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  nine  (64.3%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were  male  and  seven  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  playgrounds  (32  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (42.9%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (7.1%).  Playgrounds  (57.1%)  and  parks  (50%) 
received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  basket/volleyball  courts 
(57.1%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  community 
of  Lodge  Grass  is  presented  in  Table  37. 

TABLE  37 

PROFILE:  LODGE  GRASS  (pop.  806) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Male, 

Female 

.-TfltaL 

Residence 

2 

0 

2 

Within  city  limits 

5 

0 

2 

2 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

9 

2 

0 

2 

No  response 

0 

3 

3 

6 

Total 


7 


7 
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TABLE  37  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

X) 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0  . 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Parks 

2 

4 

6 

12 

Playgrounds 

0 

16 

12 

32 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D_ 

1_ 

n 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o, 

.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o, 

.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Tennis  courts 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0. 

.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Baseball  fields 

35.7% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0, 

,0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

42.9% 

Softball  fields 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o. 

,0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Wading  pools 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  0. 

.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Swimming  pools 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o. 

,0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1%  o. 

0% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

35.7% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o. 

,0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o. 

,0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o. 

0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Golf  courses 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o. 

0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0%  o. 

0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  37  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

21.4% 

7.1% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.3% 

14.3% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

Tennis  courts 

14.3% 

28.6% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

35.7% 

Baseball  fields 

21.4% 

21.4% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

35.7% 

Softball  fields 

21.4% 

28.6% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

35.7% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Swimming  pools 

28.6% 

14.3% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

35.7% 

Parks 

50.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

35.7% 

Playgrounds 

57.1% 

14.3% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

7.1% 

21.4% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

21.4% 

35.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

35.7% 

28.6% 

35.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

21.4% 

35.7% 

7.1% 

35.7% 

Manhattan  (pop.  816) 


Four  residences  and  eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Manhattan.  This 
is  a  return  of  10%  and  represents  1%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
three  (37.5%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  five  (62.5%)  were  from  within  four 
miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were)  i male  and  one  was  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  playgrounds  (86  visits),  openspace/ 
athletic  fields  (75  visits),  and  baseball  fields  (71  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities 
in  terms  of  general  conditions  were  baseball  fields  (75%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most 
unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (50%).  Swimming  pools  (87.5%),  basket/volleyball  courts 
(87.5%)  and  tennis  courts  (75%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while 
golf  courses,  hiking- walking  trails,  and  softball  fields  (37.5%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Manhattan  is  presented  in  Table  38. 

TABLE  38 

PROFILE:  MANHATTAN  (pop.  816) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age. 

Male. 

Female 

■loteL. 

Residence 

1-12 

2 

0 

2 

Within  city  limits 

3 

13-18 

1 

0 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

5 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

2 

0 

2 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

0 

0 

0 

Total 

7 

1 

8 

8 

TABLE  38  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

6 

2 

12 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

21 

20 

34 

75 

Tennis  courts 

0 

17 

14 

31 

Baseball  fields 

26  . 

23 

22 

71 

Softball  fields 

12 

16 

31 

50 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

8 

10 

10 

28 

Playgrounds 

34 

39 

13 

86 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

,  4 

4 

10 

Golf  courses 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

4 

4 

2 

10 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

•75.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

37.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Wading  pools 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Swimming  pools 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

62.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

62.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

87.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

37.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

75.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Baseball  fields 

37.5% 

37.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Softball  fields 

37.5% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

62.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

87.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

12.5% 

62.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

12.5% 

62.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

37.5% 

37.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

50.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

12.5% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

50.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Nashua  (pop.  513) 


One  residence  and  four  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Nashua.  This  is 
a  return  of  3.3%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
all  four  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Two  respondents  were  male  and  two 
were  female.  Due  to  the  small  return,  the  data  is  of  little  value  and  is  presented  for 
reference  in  tabular  form  only. 

A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Nahsua  is  presented  in  Table  39. 

TABLE  39 

PROFILE:  NASHUA  (pop.  513) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

1 

1 

Within  city  limits 

4 

13-18 

1 

1 

2 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

1 

0 

1 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

0 

0 

0 

Total 

2 

2 

4 

4 
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TABLE  39  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Softball  fields 

8 

8 

6 

22 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

8 

14 

12 

34 

Parks 

6 

4 

4 

14 

Playgrounds 

6 

4 

10 

20 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

4 

6 

14 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

Z_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

75.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

Golf  courses 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  39  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Baseball  fields 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Swimming  pools 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Parks 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Hlldng<walking  trails 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

St.Ignatius  (pop.  925) 


Four  residences  and  twelve  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  St.  Ignatius.  This  is 
a  return  of  8%  and  represents  1.3%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  six 
(50%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  two  (16.7%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the 
city  limits,  and  four  (33.3%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven 
respondents  were  male  and  five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  softball  fields  (44  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  and  hiking-walking  trails 
(50%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  softball  fields,  parks,  and 
playgrounds  (16.7%).  Swimming  pools  and  parks  (50%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation,  while  hiking-walking  trails  and  golf  courses  (25%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  St.  Ignatius 
is  presented  in  Table  40. 


TABLE  40 

PROFILE:  ST.  IGNATIUS  (pop.  925) 


Age_ 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Description  of  Respondents 


-Male- 

.Female 

-XakL 

Residence 

2 

2 

4 

Within  city  limits 

6 

1 

0 

l 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

2 

1 

0 

l 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

2 

3 

5 

No  response 

0 

1 

0 

l 

Total 


7 


5 
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TABLE  40  (continued) 


♦ 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

2 

0 

4 

6 

Softball  fields 

21 

21 

2 

44 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Parks 

8 

2 

2 

12 

Playgrounds 

12 

0 

6 

18 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

4 

4 

8 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E_ 

F 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

58.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

58.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

8.3% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

58.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  40  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16.7% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

16.7% 

25.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Softball  fields 

16.7% 

41.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Wading  pools 

16.7% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

41.7% 

Swimming  pools 

50.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Parks 

50.0% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Playgrounds 

33.3% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

41.7% 

8.3% 

8.3% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

8.3% 

25.0% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

16.7% 

25.0% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Sheridan  (pop.  636) 


Seven  residences  and  eleven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Sheridan.  This  is 
a  return  of  17.5%  and  represents  1.7%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
ten  (90.9%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  one  (9.1%)  was  from  within  four  miles 
of  the  city  limits.  Six  respondents  were  male  and  five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (141  visits).  The 
most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  swimming  pools  (54.5%)  and 
parks  (36.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  playgrounds  (45.5%). 
Playgrounds  (54.5%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  wading 
pools  (36.4%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Sheridan  is  presented  in  Table  41. 


TABLE  41 

PROFILE:  SHERIDAN  (pop.  636) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

■Mate... 

Female 

JM&L 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

1 

2 

Within  city  limits 

10 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

1 

19-30 

1 

1 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

2 

1 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

2 

4 

. 

Total 

6 

5 

11 

-77- 
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TABLE  41  (continued) 


♦ 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

0 

2 

4 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

19 

17 

0 

36 

Softball  fields 

6 

2 

0 

8 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

52 

59 

30 

141 

Parks 

4 

4 

4 

12. 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

9.1% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

45.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

54.5% 

Tennis  courts 

27.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

45.5% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

18.2% 

36.4% 

Softball  fields 

9.1% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

18.2% 

36.4% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

36.4% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

54.5% 

9.1% 

36.4% 

Parks 

0.0% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

27.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

45,5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

45.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

Golf  courses 

27.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

45.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

27.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

45.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  41  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volley, ball  courts 

36.4% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

18.2% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

Tennis  courts 

18.2% 

27.3% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

Baseball  fields 

27.3% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

18.2% 

Softball  fields 

18.2% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

9.1% 

36.4% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

Swimming  pools 

27.3% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

18.2% 

36.4% 

Parks 

36.4% 

27.3% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

18.2% 

Playgrounds 

54.5% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

18.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

27.3% 

27.3% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

27.3% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

36.4% 

Golf  courses 

27.3% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

18.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

27.3% 

Stanford  (pop.  505) 


Six  residences  and  sixteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Stanford.  This 
is  a  return  of  20%  and  represents  3.2%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
none  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  eight  (50%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the 
city  limits,  and  eight  (50%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven 
respondents  were  male  and  nine  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (49  visits).  The 
most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  open  space/athletic  fields, 
baseball  fields  and  softball  fields  (56.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory 
were  swimming  pools  (43.8%)  and  parks  (31.3%).  Wading  pools  and  swimming  pools 
(62.5%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  golf  courses  (18.8%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of 
Stanford  is  presented  in  Table  42. 


TABLE  42 

PROFILE:  STANFORD  (pop.  505) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

-Female 

-XakL 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

13-18 

0 

4 

4 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

31-54 

4 

3 

7 

55+ 

1 

0 

1 

Residence 

Within  city  limits  0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  8 

Greater  than  four  miles  8 

No  response  0 


Total 


7 


9 
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TABLE  52  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

8 

16 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Softball  fields 

4 

0 

0 

4 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

4 

4 

6 

14 

Parks 

34 

22 

22 

78 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

10 

12 

14 

36 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Tennis  courts 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Wading  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Swimming  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

64.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

21.4% 

7.1% 

50.0% 

Playgrounds 

7.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

71.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.4% 

64.3% 

Golf  courses 

21.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

21.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

7.1% 

14.3% 

50.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities 

response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair  E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  52  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

35.7% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

57.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.1% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

64.3% 

Tennis  courts 

7.1% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

57.1% 

Baseball  fields 

7.1% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

57.1% 

Softball  fields 

14.3% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

57.1% 

Wading  pools 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Swimming  pools 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Parks 

35.7% 

21.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Playgrounds 

28.6% 

21.4% 

7.1% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

42.9% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

7.1% 

21.4% 

14.3% 

7.1% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

21.4% 

14.3% 

7.1% 

57.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

7.1% 

50.0% 

Big  Timber  (pop.  1,592) 


Three  residences  and  five  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Big  Timber.  This 
is  a  return  of  5%  and  represents  0.4%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  all  five  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Four  residents  were 
male  and  one  was  female.  Due  to  the  small  return,  the  data  is  of  little  value,  and  is 
presented  for  reference  in  tabular  form  only.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Big  Timber  is  presented  in  Table  53. 

TABLE  53 

PROFILE:  BIG  TIMBER  (pop.  1,592) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Male 

Female 

.Total... 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

l 

Within  city  limits 

5 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

0 

0 

0 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

0 

1 

Total 

4 

1 

5 

5 
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TABLE  53  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Swimming  pools 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Parks 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Playgrounds 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0,0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Golf  courses 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities 

response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Toq  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 

1 

t 

.  i 
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TABLE  53  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

40.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Tennis  courts 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Wading  pools 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Golf  courses 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

20.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Boulder  (pop.  1,342) 


Six  residences  and  sixteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Boulder.  This  is 
a  return  of  12%  and  represents  1.2%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  sixteen  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Nine 
respondents  were  male  and  seven  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (102  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  baseball  fields 
(43.8%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (43.8%) . 
Swimming  pools  (56.3%)  and  playgrounds  (50%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
or  renovation,  while  hiking-walking  trails,  motorcycle  trail  areas,  and  golf  courses 
(31.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Boulder  is  presented  in  Table  54. 


TABLE  54 

PROFILE:  BOULDER  (pop.  1,342) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age  , 

Male. 

Female 

.Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

1 

l 

Within  city  limits 

16 

13-18 

2 

1 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

3 

3 

6 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

3 

1 

4 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 

9 

7 

16 
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TABLE  54  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

6 

14 

8 

28 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12 

12 

12 

36 

Tennis  courts 

8 

18 

10 

36 

Baseball  fields 

12 

14 

8 

34 

Softball  fields 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Wading  pools 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Swimming  pools 

24 

45 

33 

102 

Parks 

8 

8 

6 

22 

Playgrounds 

4 

6 

8 

18 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

6 

4 

4 

14 

Golf  courses 

2 

0 

4 

6 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8 

2 

4 

14 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

43.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

25.0% 

121>% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

18.8% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

Tennis  courts 

31.3% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

Baseball  fields 

12.5% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Softball  fields 

43.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

31.3% 

12.5% 

Wading  pools 

62.5% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

6.3% 

31.3% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

6.3% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

18.8% 

31.3% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

56.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

56.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

31.3% 

6.3% 

Golf  courses 

62.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

31.3% 

12.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  54  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

31.3% 

37.5% 

6.3% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

37.5% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Tennis  courts 

43.8% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

25.0% 

43.8% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

18.8% 

31.3% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

6.3% 

Wading  pools 

31.3% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

56.3% 

18.8% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

37.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

6.3% 

Playgrounds 

50.0% 

18.8% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

18.8% 

37.5% 

18.8% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

31.3% 

6.3% 

31.3% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

Golf  courses 

12.5% 

25.0% 

31.3% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

6.3% 

18.8% 

31.3% 

43.8% 

0.0% 

Browning  (pop.  1,700) 

Three  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Browning.  This 
is  a  return  of  5%  and  represents  0.4%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  three  (42.9%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits  and 
four  (57.1%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Two  respondents  were 
male  and  five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (66  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  swimming  pools  and  hiking- walking 
trails  (28.6%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basket/volleyball 
courts,  baseball  and  softball  fields,  and  swimming  pools  (28.6%).  Basket/volleyball 
courts,  wading  pools,  and  swimming  pools  (71.4%)  received  top  priority  for  construc¬ 
tion  or  renovation  while  recreational  bikeways  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (42.9%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of 
Browning  is  presented  in  Table  55. 


TABLE  55 

PROFILE:  BROWNING  (pop.  1,700) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age.. 

.Male, 

Female 

Tolal . 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

2 

2 

Within  city  limits 

0 

13-18 

0 

1 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

3 

19-30 

0 

1 

1 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

2 

1 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

0 

0 

0 

Total 

2 

5 

7 
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TABLE  55  (continued) 


Facility 

Frequency  of  Use 

June  July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

4 

2 

8 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Wading  pools 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Swimming  pools 

4 

36 

4 

44 

Parks 

30 

18 

18 

66 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

2 

4 

2 

8 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A_ 

B 

c 

D 

E_ 

F_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

57.1% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

Tennis  courts 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

Parks 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

o;o% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

Golf  courses 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

85.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G. 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


G_ 

14.3% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 


No  response 
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TABLE  55  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Hign 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

71.4% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Tennis  courts 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Baseball  fields 

28.6% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Softball  fields 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Wading  pools 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

71.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28,6% 

Parks 

14.3% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Playgrounds 

57.1% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Golf  courses 

14.3% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.3% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Chinook  (pop.  1,813) 


Nine  residences  and  fifteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Chinook.  This 
is  a  return  of  12.9%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  fifteen  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Nine  respondents 
were  male  and  six  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (116  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  golf  courses  (73.3%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (60.0%).  Swimming  pools 
(73.3%)  also  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  openspace/ 
athletic  fields  (40%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for 
the  community  of  Chinook  is  presented  in  Table  56. 

TABLE  56 

PROFILE:  CHINOOK  (pop.  1,813) 


Description 


Age 

Mak.. 

Female 

TQta! 

1-12 

0 

1 

1 

13-18 

2 

1 

3 

19-30 

1 

0 

1 

31-54 

4 

4 

8 

55+ 

2 

0 

2 

of  Respondents 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  15 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  0 

No  response  0 


Total 


9 


6 


15 


15 


TABLE  56  (continued) 


♦ 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July.. 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

4 

8 

10 

22 

Softball  fields 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Wading  pools 

0 

8 

0 

8 

Swimming  pools 

15 

35 

25 

75 

Parks 

0 

12 

8 

20 

Playgrounds 

13 

21 

18 

52 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

32 

46 

38 

116 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F. 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

13.3% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

13.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Tennis  courts 

60.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

46.7% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

Wading  pools 

6.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

40.0% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

20.0% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

73.3% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is 

as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


-108- 


TABLE  56  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.0% 

26.7% 

26.7% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

13.3% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

Tennis  courts 

46.7% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Baseball  fields 

20.0% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Softball  fields 

20.0% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Wading  pools 

26.7% 

33.3% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Swimming  pools 

73.3% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Parks 

46.7% 

26.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Playgrounds 

46.7% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

53.3% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.7% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Golf  courses 

20.0% 

20.0% 

33.3% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

6.7% 

26.7% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

26.7% 

Choteau  (pop.  1,586) 


Ten  residences  and  twenty-five  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Choteau. 
This  is  a  return  of  16.7%  and  represents  1.6%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 
Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  seventeen  (68%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits, 
five  (20%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  three  (12%)  were 
from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eleven  respondents  were  male  and 
fourteen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (236  visits).  The 
most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (80%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  and  golf  courses  (44%). 
Tennis  courts  (56%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  soft- 
ball  and  baseball  fields  (16%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this 
data  for  the  community  of  Choteau  is  presented  in  Table  57. 

TABLE  57 

PROFILE:  CHOTEAU  (pop.  1,586) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

.Mate., 

Female. 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

17 

13-18 

2 

4 

6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

5 

19-30 

1 

1 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

5 

6 

11 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

3 

3 

6 

Total 

11 

14 

25 
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TABLE  57  (continued) 


♦ 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July. 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

8 

2 

2 

12 

Tennis  courts 

4 

0 

0 

4 

Baseball  fields 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Softball  fields 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

31 

28 

28 

87 

Parks 

20 

26 

18 

64 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

15 

13 

13 

41 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

8 

4 

16 

Golf  courses 

70 

84 

82 

236 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A. 

B 

c 

D_ 

E_ 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.0% 

0.0% 

36.0% 

0.0% 

24.0% 

0.0% 

28.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

48.0% 

8.0% 

28.0% 

Tennis  courts 

20.0% 

0.0% 

36.0% 

8.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

32.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

68.0% 

4.0% 

24.0% 

Softball  fields 

4.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

64.0% 

8.0% 

24.0% 

Wading  pools 

4.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

12.0% 

48.0% 

8.0% 

24.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

12.0% 

4.0% 

12.0% 

48.0% 

0.0% 

24.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

80.0% 

0.0% 

12.0% 

Playgrounds 

4.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

60.0% 

4.0% 

24.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

56.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

12.0% 

28.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

48.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

16.0% 

16.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

24.0% 

24.0% 

12.0% 

20.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

28.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

36.0% 

32.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities 

response  is 

as  follows: 

A  Not  available 
B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair  E. 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 


Satisfactory 
Don’t  know 


G.  No  response 
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Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

24.0% 

20.0% 

8.0% 

12.0% 

36.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

8.0% 

32.0% 

4.0% 

16.0% 

40.0% 

Tennis  courts 

56.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

12.0% 

20.0% 

Baseball  fields 

20.0% 

16.0% 

16.0% 

8.0% 

40.0% 

Softball  fields 

16.0% 

12.0% 

16.0% 

12.0% 

44.0% 

Wading  pools 

40.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

8.0% 

44.0% 

Swimming  pools 

40.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

44,0% 

Parks 

24.0% 

24.0% 

12.0% 

4.0% 

36.0% 

Playgrounds 

24.0% 

24.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

44.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28,0% 

28.0% 

0.0% 

12.0% 

32.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

8.0% 

28.0% 

8.0% 

12.0% 

44.0% 

Golf  courses 

44.0% 

16.0% 

8.0% 

12.0% 

20.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

12.0% 

24.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

44.0% 

Columbia  Falls  (pop.  2,652) 


Thirteen  residences  and  twenty-four  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Columbia 
Falls.  This  is  a  return  of  14.4%  and  represents  0.9%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned 
questionnaires,  seven  (29.2%)  were  within  the  city  limits,  thirteen  (54.2%)  were  within 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  four  (16.6%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the 
city  limits.  Twelve  respondents  were  male  and  twelve  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  and  motorcycle  trail  areas 
(72  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks 
(37.5%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (33.4%). 

Openspace/athletic  fields  (29.2%),  and  tennis  courts  and  recreational  bikeways  (25.0%) 
received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  baseball  fields  and  parks 
(29.2%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Columbia  Falls  is  presented  in  Table  58. 

TABLE  58 

PROFILE:  COLUMBIA  FALLS  (pop.  2,652) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

latal 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

1 

1 

Within  city  limits 

7 

13-18 

2 

1 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

13 

19-30 

0 

2 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

6 

3 

9 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

4 

5 

9 

Total  12  12  24  -111- 
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TABLE  58  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

17 

17 

21 

55 

Tennis  courts 

8 

8 

4 

20 

Baseball  fields 

4 

8 

8 

20 

Softball  fields 

19 

25 

16 

60 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

2 

6 

10 

18 

Parks 

24 

26 

22 

72 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

10 

10 

22 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26 

24 

22 

72 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A  B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.8%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

54.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16.7%  0.0% 

0.0% 

4.2% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

54.2% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0%  25.0% 

4.2% 

4.2% 

4.2% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

29.2% 

16.7% 

54.2% 

Softball  fields 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

4.2% 

29.2% 

12.5% 

54.2% 

Wading  pools 

29.2%  4.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

8.3% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0%  12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

29.2% 

4.2% 

54.2% 

Parks 

0.0%  4.2% 

4.2% 

4.2% 

37.5% 

8.3% 

41.7% 

Playgrounds 

4.2%  4.2% 

0.0% 

4.2% 

25.0% 

8.3% 

54.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

12.5% 

54.2% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

12.5%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.8% 

16.7% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

16.7%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

16.7% 

54.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

4.2% 

16.7% 

25.0% 

54.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t  know 

♦ 
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TABLE  58  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16.7% 

20.8% 

8.3% 

4.2% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

29.2% 

12.5% 

8.3% 

4.2% 

45.8% 

Tennis  courts 

25.0% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

4.2% 

45.8% 

Baseball  fields 

16.7% 

12.5% 

29.2% 

4.2% 

37.5% 

Softball  fields 

8.3% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

4.2% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

20.8% 

16.7% 

12.5% 

8.3% 

41.7% 

Swimming  pools 

8.3% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

4.2% 

50.0% 

Parks 

8.3% 

8.3% 

29.2% 

4.2% 

50.0% 

Playgrounds 

4.2% 

8.3% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0% 

8.3% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

41.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

16.7% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

8.3% 

12.5% 

29.2% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

12.5% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

45.8% 

Columbus  (pop.  1,173) 

Three  residences  and  five  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Columbus.  This 
is  a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  0.2%  of  the  population.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires, 
three  (60.0%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  two  (40.0%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  One  respondent  was  male  and  four  were  female. 

Due  to  the  small  return  this  data  is  of  little  value  and  is  presented  for  reference 
in  tabular  form  only.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Columbus  is  presented 
in  Table  59. 


TABLE  59 

PROFILE:  COLUMBUS  (pop.  1,173) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

-Mak- 

Female 

Total.. 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

3 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

2 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

0 

1 

1 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 

1 

4 

5 

5 
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TABLE  59  (continued) 


t 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Tennis  courts 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E_ 

F. 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

40.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  59  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

Basket/volleyjDall  courts 
Openspace/athletic  fields 
Tennis  courts 
Baseball  fields 
Softball  fields 
Wading  pools 
Swimming  pools 
Parks 

Playgrounds 
Recreational  bikeways 
Hiking-walking  trails 
Golf  courses 
Motorcycle  trail  areas 


High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

60.0% 

Conrad  (pop.  2,770) 


Seventeen  residences  and  thirty-eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Conrad. 
This  is  a  return  of  17%  and  represents  1.4%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty-four  (63.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  ten 
(26.3%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  four  (10.5%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty  respondents  were  male  and  eighteen 
were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (208  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  golf  courses  (39.5%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (47.4%).  Swimming 
pools  (55.3%)  also  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  openspace/ 
athletic  fields  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the 
community  of  Conrad  is  presented  in  Table  60. 

TABLE  60 

PROFILE:  CONRAD  (pop.  2,770) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

..Xflt&l. 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

3 

3 

Within  city  limits 

24 

13-18 

4 

2 

6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

10 

19-30 

2 

3 

5 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

8 

6 

14 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

6 

4 

10 

Total 


20 


18 
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TABLE  60  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

2 

2 

8 

Tennis  courts 

20 

20 

14 

54 

Baseball  fields 

21 

21 

13 

55 

Softball  fields 

30 

30 

22 

82 

Wading  pools 

12 

12 

14 

38 

Swimming  pools 

68 

71 

69 

208 

Parks 

20 

42 

30 

92 

Playgrounds 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Hiking-walking  trails 

6 

4 

4 

14 

Golf  courses 

31 

31 

27 

89 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

2 

2 

6 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A. 

B 

C 

D_ 

E 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

15.8% 

2.6% 

7.9% 

0.0% 

18.4% 

10.5% 

44.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

26.3% 

10.5% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

2.6% 

21.1% 

2.6% 

18.4% 

10.5% 

44.7% 

Baseball  fields 

2.6% 

0.0% 

7.9% 

2.6% 

31.6% 

10.5% 

44.7% 

Softball  fields 

2.6% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

2.6% 

31.6% 

10.5% 

47.4% 

Wading  pools 

2.6% 

10.5% 

2.6% 

0.0% 

28.9% 

2.6% 

52.6% 

Swimming  pools 

2.6% 

21.1% 

23.7% 

2.6% 

21.1% 

0.0% 

28.9% 

Parks 

0.0% 

10.5% 

18.4% 

0.0% 

26.3% 

2.6% 

42.1% 

Playgrounds 

2.6% 

10.5% 

2.6% 

2.6% 

23.7% 

om 

57.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

0.0% 

13.2% 

55.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

23.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

5.3% 

10.5% 

57.9% 

Golf  courses 

2,6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

39.5% 

13.2% 

44.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

13.2% 

55.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t 

t  know 
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TABLE  60  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

28.9% 

2.6% 

13.2% 

13.2% 

42.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

5.3% 

2.6% 

28.9% 

15.8% 

47.4% 

Tennis  courts 

21.1% 

7.9% 

13.2% 

13.2% 

44.7% 

Baseball  fields 

10.5% 

10.5% 

18.4% 

13.2% 

47.4% 

Softball  fields 

10.5% 

10.5% 

18.4% 

13.2% 

47.4% 

Wading  pools 

28.9% 

2.6% 

26.3% 

2.6% 

39.5% 

Swimming  pools 

55.3% 

0.0% 

7.9% 

0.0% 

36.8% 

Parks 

26.3% 

13.2% 

15.8% 

2.6% 

42.1% 

Playgrounds 

28.9% 

5.3% 

18.4% 

2.6% 

44.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.9% 

7.9% 

7.9% 

13.2% 

42.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

10.5% 

23.7% 

10.5% 

15.8% 

39.5% 

Golf  courses 

2.6% 

7.9% 

23.7% 

18.4% 

47.4% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

15.8% 

23.7% 

10.5% 

10.5% 

39.5% 

Cut  Bank  (pop.  4,004) 


Twenty-eight  residences  and  fifty-two  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Cut  Bank. 
This  is  a  return  of  20%  and  represents  1.3%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  forty-two  (80.8%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  three  (5.4%) 
were  fromwithin  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  seven  (13.5%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-eight  respondents  were  male  and  twenty-four  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (338  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  swimming  pools  (73.1%)  and  parks 
(67.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (34.4%). 
Recreational  bikeways  (44.2%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation 
while  swimming  pools  (38.5%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of 
this  data  for  the  community  of  Cut  Bank  is  presented  in  Table  61. 

TABLE  61 

PROFILE:  CUT  BANK  (pop.  4,004) 


Age_ 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Description  of  Respondents 


Male 

Female 

Tetal 

Residence 

7 

0 

7 

Within  city  limits 

42 

3 

6 

9 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

3 

2 

6 

8 

Greater  than  four  miles 

7 

11 

9 

20 

No  response 

0 

5 

3 

8 

Total 


28 


24 
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TABLE  61  (continued) 


» 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

2 

4 

6 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

18 

39 

61 

Tennis  courts 

2 

6 

10 

18 

Baseball  fields 

13 

13 

15 

41 

Softball  fields 

42 

34 

2 

78 

Wading  pools 

20 

25 

21 

66 

Swimming  pools 

4 

96 

130 

230 

Parks 

95 

129 

114 

338 

Playgrounds 

47 

43 

43 

133 

Recreational  bikeways 

10 

12 

10 

32 

Hiking-walking  trails 

18 

18 

24 

60 

Golf  courses 

33 

48 

54 

135 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

4 

2 

2 

8 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

26.9% 

0.0% 

13.5% 

3.8% 

21.2% 

19.2% 

15.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

15.4% 

0.0% 

5.8% 

1.9% 

36.5% 

17.3% 

23.1% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

11.5% 

23.1% 

3.8% 

30.8% 

13.5% 

17.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.5% 

11.5% 

30.8% 

19.2% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.6% 

13.5% 

34.6% 

17.3% 

25.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

1.9% 

1.9% 

0.0% 

63.5% 

9.6% 

23.1% 

Swimming  pools 

1.9% 

3.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

73.1% 

7.7% 

13.5% 

Parks 

0.0% 

1.9% 

5.8% 

7.7% 

67.3% 

7.7% 

9.6% 

Playgrounds 

5.8% 

0.0% 

9.6% 

0.0% 

57.7% 

3.8% 

23.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

59.6% 

0.0% 

1.9% 

1.9% 

1.9% 

13.5% 

21.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

50.0% 

1.9% 

0.0% 

1.9% 

9.6% 

17.3% 

19.2% 

Golf  courses 

1.9% 

1.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

48.1% 

25.0% 

23.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.8% 

11.5% 

32.7% 

25.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  61  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

32.7% 

23.1% 

19.2% 

7.7% 

17.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

28.8% 

21.2% 

11.5% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

Tennis  courts 

36.5% 

17.3% 

9.6% 

9.6% 

26.9% 

Baseball  fields 

32.7% 

15.4% 

21.2% 

5.8% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

34.6% 

13.5% 

21.2% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

Wading  pools 

17.3% 

11.5% 

30.8% 

3.8% 

36.5% 

Swimming  pools 

17.3% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

3.8% 

32.7% 

Parks 

28.8% 

1.9% 

30.8% 

3.8% 

34.6% 

Playgrounds 

32.7% 

3.8% 

25.0% 

5.8% 

32.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

44.2% 

15.4% 

9.6% 

9.6% 

21.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

38.5% 

13.5% 

11,5% 

11.5% 

25.0% 

Golf  courses 

11.5% 

1.9% 

36.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

25.0% 

13.5% 

11.5% 

23.1% 

26.9% 

Deer  Lodge  (pop.  4,306) 


Twenty-one  residences  and  forty-one  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Deer 
Lodge.  This  is  a  return  of  14%  and  represents  1%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 
Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  thirty-two  (78%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  five 
(12.2%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  four  (9.8%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-three  respondents  were  male  and 
eighteen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  communtiy  were  parks  (173  visits)  and  openspace/ 
athletic  fields  (171  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition 
were  parks  (46.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts 
(19.6%).  Swimming  pools  (73.2%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation 
while  motorcycle  trail  areas  (29.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of 
this  data  for  the  community  of  Deer  Lodge  is  presented  in  Table  62. 


TABLE  62 

PROFILE:  DEER  LODGE  (pop.  4,306) 
Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

.Male. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

2 

2 

4 

Within  city  limits 

32 

13-18 

3 

3 

6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

5 

19-30 

2 

5 

7 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

7 

6 

13 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

9 

2 

11 

Total 

23 

18 

41 
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TABLE  62  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

46 

33 

26 

105 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

58 

55 

58 

171 

Tennis  courts 

25 

35 

29 

89 

Baseball  fields 

36 

30 

28 

94 

Softball  fields 

10 

6 

2 

18 

Wading  pools 

22 

23 

18 

63 

Swimming  pools 

43 

39 

18 

100 

Parks 

59 

54 

60 

173 

Playgrounds 

22 

22 

20 

64 

Recreational  bikeways 

8 

21 

21 

50 

Hiking- walking  trails 

30 

22 

30 

82 

Golf  courses 

46 

51 

52 

149 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

17 

21 

33 

71 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4.9% 

9.8% 

2.4% 

2.4% 

14.6% 

24.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.3% 

31.7% 

19.5% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

9.8% 

9.8% 

0.0% 

17.1% 

22.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

2.4% 

0.0% 

2.4% 

34.1% 

17.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

2.4% 

0.0% 

2.4% 

31.7% 

17.1% 

Wading  pools 

31.7% 

0.0% 

4.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

17.1% 

Swimming  pools 

22.0% 

0.0% 

14.6% 

2.4% 

9.8% 

12.2% 

Parks 

2.4% 

2.4% 

0.0% 

4.9% 

46.3% 

19.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.4% 

7.3% 

26.8% 

22.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

22.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.4% 

2.4% 

22.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

19.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.2% 

26.8% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

29.3% 

26.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

19.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.3% 

24.4% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 


A  Not  available 
B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair  E. 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 


Satisfactory 
Don’t  know 


G.  No 


G_ 

41.5% 

39.0% 

41.5% 

43.9% 

46.3% 

46.3% 

39.0% 

24.4% 

41.5% 

51.2% 

41.5% 

43.9% 

48.8% 


response 
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TABLE  62  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

29.3% 

17.1% 

12.2% 

12.2% 

29.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

31.7% 

14.6% 

12.2% 

9.8% 

31.7% 

Tennis  courts 

29.3% 

17.1% 

12.2% 

7.3  % 

34.1% 

Baseball  fields 

24.4% 

24.4% 

12.2% 

7.3% 

31.7% 

Softball  fields 

31.7% 

22.0% 

9.8% 

7.3% 

29.3% 

Wading  pools 

29.3% 

17.1% 

2.4% 

22.0% 

29.3% 

Swimming  pools 

73.2% 

2.4% 

2.4% 

2.4% 

19.5% 

Parks 

48.8% 

7.3% 

4.9% 

7.3% 

31.7% 

Playgrounds 

41.5% 

9.8% 

9.8% 

7.3% 

31.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

29.3% 

9.8% 

7.3% 

24.4% 

29.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.8% 

12.2% 

17.1% 

19.5% 

24.4% 

Golf  courses 

14.6% 

14.6% 

12.2% 

24.4% 

34.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.6% 

9.8% 

29.3% 

17.1% 

29.3% 

Dillon  (pop.  4,548) 


Thirty-one  residences  and  fifty-seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Dillon. 
This  is  a  return  of  19.4%  and  represents  1.3%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  thirty-six  (63.1%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits, 
fourteen  (24.6%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  seven  (12.3%) 
were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-eight  respondents  were 
male  and  twenty-nine  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (232  visits)  and  tennis  courts 
(219  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks 
and  playgrounds  (54.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming 
pools  (21.1%).  Swimming  pools  (59.6%)  also  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation,  while  openspace/athletic  fields  and  baseball  fields  (24.6%)  headed  the  list 
of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Dillon  is  presented 
in  Table  63. 


TABLE  63 

PROFILE:  DILLON  (pop.  4,548) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Mala. 

Female 

TataL 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

1 

2 

Within  city  limits 

36 

13-18 

2 

5 

7 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

14 

19-30 

7 

9 

16 

Greater  than  four  miles 

7 

31-54 

13 

9 

22 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

5 

5 

10 

Total 


28 


29 
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TABLE  63  (continued) 


► 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12 

0 

6 

18 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10 

18 

16 

44 

Tennis  courts 

67 

82 

70 

219 

Baseball  fields 

30 

32 

2 

64 

Softball  fields 

36 

36 

10 

82 

Wading  pools 

4 

8 

0 

12 

Swimming  pools 

34 

36 

26 

96 

Parks 

76 

88 

68 

232 

Playgrounds 

68 

85 

58 

211 

Recreational  bikeways 

4 

10 

8 

22 

Hiking-walking  trails 

16 

26 

14 

56 

Golf  courses 

51 

59 

62 

172 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14 

24 

38 

76 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

3.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1.8% 

49.1% 

17.5% 

28.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

0.0% 

52.6% 

12.3% 

29.8% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

12.3% 

1.8% 

0.0% 

43.9% 

15.8% 

26.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

1.8% 

0.0% 

1.8% 

45.6% 

21.1% 

29.8% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

1.8% 

1.8% 

1.8% 

49.1% 

14.0% 

31.6% 

Wading  pools 

43.9% 

0.0% 

3.5% 

3.5% 

12.3% 

12.3% 

24.6% 

Swimming  pools 

36.8% 

7.0% 

5.3% 

8.8% 

7.0% 

8.8% 

26.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

3.5% 

1.8% 

5.3% 

54.4% 

10.5% 

24.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.5% 

5.3% 

54.4% 

12.3% 

24.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

8.8% 

21.1% 

31.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

29.8% 

0.0% 

1.8% 

1.8% 

24.6% 

17.5% 

24.6% 

Golf  courses 

10.5% 

0.0% 

3.5% 

1.8% 

33.3% 

24.6% 

26.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

17.5% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

0.0% 

28.1% 

21.1% 

28.1% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  63  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

7.0% 

33.3% 

22.8% 

12.3% 

24.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.0% 

31.6% 

24.6% 

7.0% 

22.8% 

Tennis  courts 

12.3% 

29.8% 

19.3% 

10.5% 

28.1% 

Baseball  fields 

5.3% 

31.6% 

24.6% 

8.8% 

29.8% 

Softball  fields 

7.0% 

31.6% 

22.8% 

8.8% 

29.8% 

Wading  pools 

47.4% 

10.5% 

7.0% 

7.0% 

28.1% 

Swimming  pools 

59.6% 

12.3% 

3.5% 

5.3% 

19.3% 

Parks 

38.6% 

22.8% 

10.5% 

5.3% 

22.8% 

Playgrounds 

38.6% 

24.6% 

8.8% 

5.3% 

22.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.1% 

19.3% 

14.0% 

15.8% 

22.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

24.6% 

22.8% 

17.5% 

10.5% 

24.6% 

Golf  courses 

12.3% 

17.5% 

15.8% 

24.6% 

29.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

21.1% 

15.8% 

22.8% 

15.8% 

24.6% 

East  Helena  (pop.  1,651) 


Seven  residences  and  twelve  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  East  Helena. 
This  is  a  return  of  11.7%  and  represents  0.7%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 
Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  ten  (83.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  two 
(16.7%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Six  respondents  were  male 
and  six  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (57  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (58.3%)  and  swimming 
pools  (50%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basket/volleyball 
courts  (16.6%).  Tennis  courts  (33.3%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation  while  seven  different  facilities  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items. 

A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  East  Helena  is  presented  in  Table  64. 

TABLE  64 

PROFILE:  EAST  HELENA  (pop.  1,651) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male.. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

10 

13-18 

2 

1 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

2 

19-30 

1 

0 

1 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

2 

4 

6 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 

6 

6 

12 

12 
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TABLE  64  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

16 

16 

8 

40 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

6 

6 

• 

4 

16 

Parks 

14 

27 

16 

57 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

2 

10 

14 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A. 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

8.3% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

41.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

25.0% 

50.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

41.7% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

25.0% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

16.7% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

58.3% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

16.7% 

41.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

8.3% 

58.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

66.7% 

Golf  courses 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.3% 

25.0% 

58.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

66.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 

% 
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TABLE  64  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16.7% 

25.0% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

25.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16.7% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

33.3% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

25.0% 

Baseball  fields 

16.7% 

25.0% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

8.3% 

25.0% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

41.7% 

Wading  pools 

8.3% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

41.7% 

Swimming  pools 

8.3% 

25.0% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

41.7% 

Parks 

16.7% 

25.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Playgrounds 

16.7% 

25.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

41.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

58.3% 

Golf  courses 

8.3% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

8.3% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

58.3% 

Eureka  (pop.  1,195) 


Eight  residences  and  eighteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Eureka. 

This  is  a  return  of  20%  and  represents  1.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  fourteen  (77.8%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits 
and  four  (22.2%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eleven 
respondents  were  male  and  seven  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  openspace/athletic  fields  (52 
visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks 
(72.2%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basket/volleyball  courts 
(38.9%).  Softball  fields  (6.1%)  and  swimming  pools,  playgrounds  and  parks  (55.6%) 
received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  recreational  bikeways 
(27.8%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Eureka  is  presented  in  Table  65. 


TABLE  65 

PROFILE:  EUREKA  (pop.  1,195) 
Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

.Male 

Female 

TQtal 

Residence 

1-12 

2 

0 

2 

Within  city  limits 

14 

13-18 

1 

1 

2 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

3 

3 

6 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

3 

2 

5 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

1 

3 

Total 

11 

7 

18 
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TABLE  65  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16 

12 

12 

40 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

26 

18 

8 

52 

Tennis  courts 

4 

8 

14 

26 

Baseball  fields 

8 

6 

0 

14 

Softball  fields 

4 

6 

6 

16 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Parks 

6 

6 

14 

26 

Playgrounds 

10 

10 

12 

32 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

5.6% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

5.6% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

55.6% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Wading  pools 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

38.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

72.2% 

5.6% 

16.7% 

Playgrounds 

27.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

5.6% 

27.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

27.8% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

27.8% 

38.9% 

27.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

38.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

27.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 


A.  Not  available 

B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair  E. 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 


Satisfactory 
Don’t  know 


G.  No  response 
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TABLE  65  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volley)aall  courts 

33.3% 

22.2% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

27.8% 

22.2% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Baseball  fields 

44.4% 

11.1% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Softball  fields 

61.1% 

11.1% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Wading  pools 

50.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

5.6% 

38.9% 

Swimming  pools 

55.6% 

11.1% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

27.8% 

Parks 

55.6% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

55.6% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

27.8% 

0.0% 

27.8% 

5.6% 

38.9% 

Hiking*walklng  trails 

16.7% 

27.8% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

22.2% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

44.4% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

16.7% 

11.1% 

16.7% 

11.1% 

44.4% 

Forsyth  (pop.  1,873) 


Eight  residences  and  fifteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Forsyth.  This 
is  a  return  of  11.4%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  thirteen  (86.6%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  one  (6.7%) 
was  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  one  (6.7%)  was  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Nine  respondents  were  male  and  six  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (104  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  and  openspace/athletic 
fields  (66.7%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools 
(53.3%).  Parks  and  playgrounds  (46.7%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation,  while  tennis  courts  (26.7%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A 
profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Forsyth  is  presented  in  Table  66. 

TABLE  66 

PROFILE:  FORSYTH  (pop.  1,873) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Tg.tal 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

13 

13-18 

1 

2 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

1 

19-30 

3 

1 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

31-54 

3 

3 

6 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

0 

1 

Total 


9 


6 
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TABLE  66  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

4 

8 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10 

12 

2 

24 

Tennis  courts 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Baseball  fields 

4 

8 

0 

12 

Softball  fields 

0 

6 

8 

14 

Wading  pools 

10 

17 

4 

31 

Swimming  pools 

10 

14 

10 

34 

Parks 

28 

36 

40 

104 

Playgrounds 

19 

19 

6 

44 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

6 

10 

20 

Golf  courses 

12 

14 

4 

30 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

2 

2 

6 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

26.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

30% 

20.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

53.3% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

46.7% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

13.3% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

33.3% 

20.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

13.3% 

Q.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

33.3% 

26.7% 

20.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

6.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

26.7% 

20.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  66  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volley-ball  courts 

20.0% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

26.7% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

Tennis  courts 

20.0% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

Baseball  fields 

33.3% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Softball  fields 

26.7% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

40.0% 

Wading  pools 

26.7% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Swimming  pools 

40.0% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

33.3% 

Parks 

46.7% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Playgrounds 

46.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

26.7% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

33.3% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

Golf  courses 

33.3% 

6.7  % 

13.3% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

33.3% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

26.7% 

Fort  Benton  (pop.  1,863) 


Ten  residences  and  twenty-one  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Fort  Benton. 
This  is  a  return  of  14.3%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  seventeen  (81%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  four 
(19%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twelve  respondents  were 
male  and  nine  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (52  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (66.7%).  Those  per¬ 
ceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (57.2%).  Swimming  pools 
(66.7%)  also  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  parks  (38.1%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of 
Fort  Benton  is  presented  in  Table  67. 

TABLE  67 

PROFILE:  FORT  BENTON  (pop.  1,863) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

.  Total 

Residence 

1-12 

2 

1 

3 

Within  city  limits 

17 

13-18 

2 

1 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

2 

5 

7 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

5 

2 

7 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

0 

1 

Total 

12 

9 

21 
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TABLE  67  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

4 

2 

8 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

2 

4 

8 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

8 

4 

4 

16 

Wading  pools 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Swimming  pools 

6 

6 

4 

16 

Parks 

20 

16 

16 

52 

Playgrounds 

12 

12 

12 

36 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

6 

6 

4 

16 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

12 

12 

10 

34 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

i> 

In 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

9.5%  0.0% 

23.8% 

9.5% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

9.5% 

28.6% 

38.1% 

23.8% 

Tennis  courts 

19.0%  0.0% 

23.8% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0%  0.0% 

14.3% 

9.5% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

19.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0%  0.0% 

14.3% 

9.5% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

19.0% 

Wading  pools 

19.0%  0.0% 

19.0% 

14.3% 

9.5% 

14.3% 

23.8% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0%  23.8% 

28.6% 

4.8% 

9.5% 

19.0% 

14.3% 

Parks 

0.0%  0.0% 

4.8% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

Playgrounds 

0.0%  0.0% 

19.0% 

0.0% 

52.4% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

38.1%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

19.0% 

23.8% 

19.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

28.6%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.5% 

38.1% 

23.8% 

Golf  courses 

0.0%  4.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

52.4% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

23.8%  0.0% 

4.8% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

33.3% 

9.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

respon 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  67  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4.8% 

38.1% 

28.6% 

4.8% 

23.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

33.3% 

23.8% 

19.0% 

23.8% 

Tennis  courts 

38.1% 

14.3% 

23.8% 

4.8% 

19.0% 

Baseball  fields 

14.3% 

23.8% 

19.0% 

19.0% 

23.8% 

Softball  fields 

14.3% 

23.8% 

19.0% 

19.0% 

23.8% 

Wading  pools 

57.1% 

4.8% 

19.0% 

0.0% 

19.0% 

Swimming  pools 

66.7% 

4.8% 

19.0% 

0.0% 

9.5% 

Parks 

28.6% 

23.8% 

38.1% 

0.0% 

9.5% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

14.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

9.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

23.8% 

19.0% 

23.8% 

9.5% 

23.8% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

4.8% 

23.8% 

23.8% 

19.0% 

28.6% 

Golf  courses 

4.8% 

9.5% 

33.3% 

23.8% 

28.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

19.0% 

9.5% 

33.3% 

19.0% 

19.0% 

Glasgow  (pop.  4,700) 


Twenty-one  residences  and  forty-six  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Glasgow. 
This  is  a  return  of  13.1%  and  represents  1%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  thirty-six  (78.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  nine 
(19.6%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  one  (2.1%)  was  from  greater 
than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-eight  respondents  were  male  and  eighteen 
were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (353  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  swimming  pools  (58.7%). 

Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (28.3%).  Parks 
(41.3%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  swimming  pools 
(30.4%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Glasgow  is  presented  in  Table  68. 


TABLE  68 

PROFILE:  GLASGOW  (pop.  4,700) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Male 

Female 

-Total.. 

Residence 

1-12 

6 

1 

7 

Within  city  limits 

36 

13-18 

4 

5 

9 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

9 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

31-54 

8 

6 

14 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

8 

4 

12 

Total 

28 

18 

46 
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TABLE  68  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

8 

10 

8 

26 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14 

18 

4 

36 

Tennis  courts 

8 

16 

6 

30 

Baseball  fields 

13 

26 

8 

47 

Softball  fields 

25 

27 

27 

79 

Wading  pools 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Swimming  pools 

41 

93 

65 

199 

Parks 

115 

130 

108 

353 

Playgrounds 

100 

86 

74 

260 

Recreational  bikeways 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Hiking-walking  trails 

16 

32 

14 

62 

Golf  courses 

6 

4 

4 

14 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8 

13 

8 

29 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E_ 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

13.0% 

2.2% 

6.5% 

0.0% 

26.1% 

23.9% 

28.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2.2% 

0.0% 

6.5% 

6.5% 

37.0% 

17.4% 

30.4% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

10.9% 

10.9% 

6.5% 

21.7% 

19.6% 

30.4% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

2.2% 

4.3% 

10.9% 

34.8% 

13.0% 

34.8% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

2.2% 

8.7% 

10.9% 

30.4% 

13.0% 

34.8% 

Wading  pools 

19.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.5% 

26.1% 

13.0% 

34.8% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

10.9% 

0.0% 

2.2% 

58.7% 

4.3% 

23.9% 

Parks 

2.2% 

10.9% 

10.9% 

4.3% 

47.8% 

2.2% 

21.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

2.2% 

2.2% 

4.3% 

52.2% 

13.0% 

26.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

30.4% 

0.0% 

2.2% 

0.0% 

10.9% 

17.4% 

39.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

30.4% 

0.0% 

2.2% 

0.0% 

15.2% 

17.4% 

34.8% 

Golf  courses 

8.7% 

2.2% 

2.2% 

4.3% 

21.7% 

26.1% 

34.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26.1% 

0.0% 

2.2% 

0.0% 

10.9% 

21.7% 

39.1% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  68  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


f 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

23.9% 

17.4% 

17.4% 

6.5% 

34.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

13.0% 

10.9% 

23.9% 

8.7% 

43.5% 

Tennis  courts 

10.9% 

19.6% 

15.2% 

10.9% 

43.5% 

Baseball  fields 

15.2% 

26.1% 

13.0% 

6.5% 

39.1% 

Softball  fields 

17.4% 

15.2% 

13,0% 

8.7% 

45.7% 

Wading  pools 

26.1% 

4.3% 

13.0% 

10.9% 

45.7% 

Swimming  pools 

15.2% 

6.5% 

30.4% 

6.5% 

41.3% 

Parks 

41.3% 

8.7% 

15.2% 

6.5% 

28.3% 

Playgrounds 

32.6% 

8.7% 

13.0% 

6.5% 

39.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.2% 

17.4% 

10.9% 

10.9% 

45.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

21.7% 

8.7% 

13.0% 

8.7% 

47.8% 

Golf  courses 

4.3% 

8.7% 

23.9% 

21.7% 

41.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

19.6% 

6.5% 

15.2% 

13.0% 

45.7% 

Hamilton  (pop.  2,499) 


Five  residences  and  nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Hamilton.  This  is 
a  return  of  5.6%  and  represents  0.4%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  eight  (88,8%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  There  was  one 
no  response  to  this  question.  Three  respondents  were  male  and  six  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (10  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks,  basket/volleyball 
courts,  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (12.5%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatis¬ 
factory  were  swimming  pools  (12.5%).  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Hamilton  is  presented  in  Table  69. 


TABLE  69 

PROFILE:  HAMILTON  (pop.  2,499) 


— 

— - 

Description  of  Respondents 

Age 

Male 

Female 

JToteL 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

2 

2 

Within  city  limits 

8 

13-18 

1 

0 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

1 

1 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

0 

2 

2 

No  response 

1 

55+ 

2 

1 

3 

Total 

3 

6 

9 

9 

c 
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TABLE  69  (continued) 


♦ 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

4 

4 

2 

10 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

2 

2 

4 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

50.0 % 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

37.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

37.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  69  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

37.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Harlem  (pop.  1,094) 


Three  residences  and  eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Harlem.  This  is 
a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  0.7%  of  the  population  of  the  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  four  (50%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  four  (50%) 
were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Five  respondents  were  male  and 
three  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  openspace/athletic  fields  (25 
visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  openspace/ 
athletic  fields  (37.5%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming 
pools  and  parks  (55%).  Tennis  courts  (50%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
or  renovation,  while  golf  courses  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  headed  the  list  of  no 
priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Harlem  is  presented 
in  Table  70. 


TABLE  70 

PROFILE:  HARLEM  (pop.  1,094) 


* 

•• - 

Description  of  Respondents 

Age 

Male 

Female 

.  Total 

Residence 

1-12 

2 

0 

2 

Within  city  limits 

4 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

0 

0 

0 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

2 

3 

Total 

5 

3 

8 
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TABLE  70  (continued) 


I 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

4 

21 

25 

Tennis  courts 

4 

0 

4 

8 

Baseball  fields 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

4 

4 

10 

18 

Parks 

4 

4 

12 

20 

Playgrounds 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

0 

2 

4 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Baseball  fields 

12.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

Wading  pools 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

Playgrounds 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

Golf  courses 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  70  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

12.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Baseball  fields 

25.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Softball  fields 

25.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Wading  pools 

37.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Swimming  pools 

37.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Parks 

37*5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

37.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

37.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

12.5% 

12.5% 

37.5  % 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

37.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

Hardin  (pop.  2,733) 


Eight  residences  and  sixteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Hardin.  This 
is  a  return  of  8%  and  represents  0.6%  of  the  population  of  the  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  thirteen  (81.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  three  (18.7%) 
were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Ten  respondents  were  male  and 
six  were  female. 


The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (24  visits)  and  playgrounds 
(22  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  wading 
pools  (50%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  and 
tennis  courts  (37.6%).  Swimming  pools  and  parks  (50%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation  while  motorcycle  trail  areas  headed  the  list  of  no 
priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Hardin  is  presented 
in  Table  71. 

TABLE  71 


PROFILE:  HARDIN  (pop.  2,733) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age. 

Male. 

Female 

Total. 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

1 

2 

Within  city  limits 

13 

13-18 

l 

0 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

2 

0 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

2 

4 

6 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

4 

1 

5 

Total 

10 

6 

16 
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TABLE  71  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

o  . 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

4 

2 

2 

8 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

8 

8 

6 

22 

Parks 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

31.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

12.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

12.5% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

6.3% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

18.8% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

43.8% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

43.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

12.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

31.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G. 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


No 
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G_ 

43.8% 

43.8% 

43.8% 

43.8% 

37.5% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

50.0% 

43.8% 

43.8% 

43.8% 

50.0% 


response 


TABLE  71  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

43.8% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

6.3% 

31.3% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

18.8% 

31.3% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Baseball  fields 

12.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

18.8% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

37.5% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

50.0% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

31.3% 

Parks 

50.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

Playgrounds 

43.8% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

37.5% 

6.3% 

18.8% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

31.3% 

6.3% 

18.8% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

Golf  courses 

6.3% 

12.5% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

6.3% 

50.0% 

Harlowtown  (pop.  1,375) 


Eight  residences  and  sixteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Harlowton. 
This  is  a  return  of  16%  and  represents  1.2%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  thirteen  (81.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits 
and  three  (18.8%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven 
respondents  were  male  and  nine  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (60  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (68.8%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  and  basket/volleyball 
courts  (25.0%).  Tennis  courts  and  golf  courses  (37.5%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation  while  motorcycle  trail  areas  (37.5%)  headed  the  list  of 
no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Harlowton  is 
presented  in  Table  72. 


TABLE  72 

PROFILE:  HARLOWTOWN  (pop.  1,375) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

-Female 

Tata! 

1-12 

1 

3 

4 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

19-30 

0 

2 

2 

31-54 

4 

2 

6 

55+ 

2 

2 

4 

Residence 

Within  city  limits  13 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  3 

No  response  0 


Total 


7 


9 
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16 


TABLE  72  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

OpenBpace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

2 

0 

2 

4 

Wading  pools 

4 

0 

0 

4 

Swimming  pools 

6 

4 

6 

16 

Parks 

16 

20 

16 

52 

Playgrounds 

10 

12 

8 

30 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

20 

20 

20 

60 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

13 

13 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

F_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

18.8% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

43.8% 

12.5% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

43.8% 

12.5% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

68.8% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

6.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

43.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

6.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

37.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

43.8% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 


A.  Not  available 

B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair 

D.  Unsatisfactory 


E.  Satisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 


G.  No 


G_ 
37.5% 
37.5% 
37.5% 
37.5% 
37.5% 
37.5% 
37.5% 
25.0% 
43.8% 
37.5  % 
37.5% 
25.0% 
37.5% 


response 
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TABLE  72  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.5% 

37.5% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

25.0% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Tennis  courts 

37.5% 

12.5% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Baseball  fields 

18.8% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Softball  fields 

18.8% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Swimming  pools 

12.5% 

37.5% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Parks 

25.0% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Playgrounds 

25.0% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

31.3% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

31.3% 

Golf  courses 

37.5% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

25.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

18.8% 

37.5% 

6.3% 

37.5% 

Laurel  (pop.  4,454) 


Fourteen  residences  and  thirty  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Laurel. 

This  is  a  return  of  9.3%  and  represents  0.6%  of  the  population  of  the  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty (66. 7%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  eight 
(26.7%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  two  (6.6%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Fourteen  respondents  were  male  and  sixteen 
were  female. 


The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (199  visits) 
and  parks  (156  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition 
were  parks  (50%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools 
(60%).  Swimming  pools  (63.3%)  also  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renova¬ 
tion  while  openspace/ athletic  fields  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile 
of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Laurel  is  presented  in  Table  73. 

TABLE  73 


PROFILE:  LAUREL  (pop.  4,454) 


Description  of  Respondents 

Age 

Male 

-Jemale 

-Total 

Efisidflnce 

1-12 

0 

1 

1 

Within  city  limits 

20 

13-18 

2 

2 

4 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

8 

19-30 

0 

4 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

5 

4 

9 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

7 

5 

12 

Total  14  16  30  -141- 


TABLE  73  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

4 

4 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

27 

29 

28 

84 

Tennis  courts 

26 

26 

20 

72 

Baseball  fields 

2 

0 

2 

4 

Softball  fields 

8 

0 

4 

12 

Wading  pools 

8 

15 

0 

23 

Swimming  pools 

60 

72 

67 

199 

Parks 

53 

53 

50 

156 

Playgrounds 

21 

21 

20 

62 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

10 

6 

20 

Golf  courses 

4 

6 

6 

16 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

O' 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

13.3% 

13.3% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

16.7% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10.0% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.3% 

26.7% 

36.7% 

Tennis  courts 

3.3% 

13.3% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

23.3% 

13.3% 

36.7% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

23.3% 

36.7% 

Softball  fields 

3.3% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

16.7% 

43.3% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

10.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

20.0% 

36.7% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

10.0% 

36.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

36.7% 

20.0% 

36.7  % 

Recreational  bikeways 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

26.7% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

43.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

20.0% 

43.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

16.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

3.3% 

30.0% 

46.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t 

know 

TABLE  73  (continued) 
Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

23.3% 

26.7% 

3.3% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16.7% 

6.7% 

23.3% 

10.0% 

43.3% 

Tennis  courts 

33.3% 

3.3% 

10.0% 

13.3% 

40.0% 

Baseball  fields 

13.3% 

20.0% 

16.7% 

13.3% 

36.7% 

Softball  fields 

23.3% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

36.7% 

Wading  pools 

30.0% 

20.0% 

3.3% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

63.3% 

3.3% 

3.3% 

6.7% 

23.3% 

Parks 

33.3% 

20.0% 

10.0% 

6.7% 

30.0% 

Playgrounds 

26.7% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

10.0% 

30.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

6.7% 

26.7% 

10.0% 

20.0% 

36.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

10.0% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

20i0% 

36.7% 

Golf  courses 

6.7% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

26.7% 

40.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

3.3% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

30.0% 

40.0% 

Libby  (pop.  3,286) 

One  residence  and  two  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Libby.  This  is  a 
return  of  0.9%  and  represents  0.1%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Due  to  the 
small  response,  the  data  is  of  little  value  and  is  presented  for  reference  in  tabular  form 
only.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Libby  is  presented  in  Table  74. 

TABLE  74 

PROFILE:  LIBBY  (pop.  3,286) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Ak... 

Male 

Female 

Total . 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

2 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

0 

0 

0 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

1 

1 

2 

Total 


1 


1 


2 


2 


TABLE  74  (continued) 


> 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

* 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

0 

4 

4 

8 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

010% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  74  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Parks 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Malta  (pop.  2,195) 

Sixteen  residences  and  thirty-two  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Malta. 
This  is  a  return  of  20%  and  represents  1.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty-six  (81.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits 
and  six  (18.8%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Nineteen  respondents 
were  male  and  thirteen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (267  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (75%). 

Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (53.2%).  Swimming 
pools  (53.1%)  also  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  basket/ 
volleyball  courts  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the 
community  of  Malta  is  presented  in  Table  75. 

TABLE  75 

PROFILE:  MALTA  (pop.  2,195) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age  Male  Female 

1-12  2  4 

13-18  3  1 

19-30  4  3 

31-54  8  5 

55+  2  0 


Total 

6 

4 

7 

13 

2 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  26 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  6 

Greater  than  four  miles  0 

No  response  0 


Total  19  13 


32 


-145- 


32 


TABLE  75  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

18 

20 

22 

60 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

36 

27 

33 

96 

Tennis  courts 

79 

65 

54 

198 

Baseball  fields 

6 

6 

2 

14 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

28 

46 

28 

102 

Swimming  pools 

69 

114 

84 

267 

Parks 

48 

80 

42 

170 

Playgrounds 

33 

31 

46 

110 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Hiking-walking  trails 

6 

10 

2 

18 

Golf  courses 

22 

26 

31 

79 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

0 

0 

2 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

9.4% 

12.5% 

15.6% 

3.1% 

25.0% 

18.8% 

15.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

3.1% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

43.8% 

18.8% 

21.9% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

9.4% 

21.9% 

0.0% 

28.1% 

18.8% 

21.9% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

6.3% 

21.9% 

31.3% 

15.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.6% 

3.1% 

12.5% 

40.6% 

28.1% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

18.8% 

0.0% 

9.4% 

28.1% 

21.9% 

21.9% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

21.9% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

31.3% 

0.0% 

15.6% 

Parks 

0.0% 

9.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

75.0% 

3.1% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

65.6% 

9.4% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

6.3% 

18.8% 

21.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

21.9% 

9.4% 

15.6% 

Golf  courses 

3.1% 

0.0% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

3.1% 

40.6% 

21.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

40.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

21.9% 

25.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t 

:  know 

TABLE  75  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

25.0% 

18.8% 

34.4% 

9.4% 

12.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

21.9% 

28.1% 

28.1% 

9.4% 

12.5% 

Tennis  courts 

34.4% 

21.9% 

25.0% 

9.4% 

9.4% 

Baseball  fields 

21.9% 

34.4% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

Softball  fields 

21.9% 

34.4% 

18.8% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

Wading  pools 

37.5% 

25.0% 

18.8% 

6.3% 

12.5% 

Swimming  pools 

53.1% 

9.4% 

21.9% 

3.1% 

12.5% 

Parks 

43.8% 

15.6% 

28.1% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

Playgrounds 

34.4% 

18.8% 

28.1% 

6.3% 

12.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.1% 

37.5% 

15.6% 

6.3% 

12.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

21.9% 

40.6% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

37.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

21.9% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

21.9% 

18.8% 

Philipsburg  (pop.  1.128) 


Four  residences  and  nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Philipsburg. 

This  is  a  return  of  10%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population  of  the  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  two  (22.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits  and  seven 
(77.8%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were 
male  and  two  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  basket/volleyball  courts  (24 
visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  hiking- 
walking  trails  (44.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  and 
motorcycle  trail  areas  (22.2%).  Swimming  pools  (66.7%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation  while  golf  courses  (33.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Philipsburg  is  presented  in 
Table  76. 


TABLE  76 

PROFILE:  PHILIPSBURG  (pop.  1,128) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_  Male  Female 
1-12  2  0 

13-18  2  0 

19-30  3  2 

31-54  0  0 

55+  0  0 


latal. 

2 

2 

5 

0 

0 


Residence 

Within  city  limits  2 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  7 

No  response  0 


Total  7  2 


9 
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TABLE  76  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12 

12 

0 

24 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Hiking-walking  trails 

6 

4 

4 

14 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

22.2% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

33.3% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

-  0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

77.8  % 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

Swimming  pools 

88.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

Parks 

11.1% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Playgrounds 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

22.2% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  76  (continued) 
Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

33.3% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

33.3% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

Tennis  courts 

44.4% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

11.1% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

22.2% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

44.4% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

Swimming  pools 

66.7% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

Parks 

11.1% 

22.2% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

11.1% 

Playgrounds 

55.6% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

11.1% 

33.3% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

22.2% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

11.1% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

22.2% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

33.3% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Plains  (pop.  1,046) 

Seven  residences  and  nineteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Plains.  This 
is  a  return  of  17.5%  and  represents  1.8%  of  the  population  of  the  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  fifteen  (79%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  two  (10.5%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  two  (10.5%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Ten  respondents  were  male  and  nine  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  hiking-walking  trails  (59  visits). 
The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (68.4%). 

Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  wading  pools  (47.4%).  Wading 
pools  and  swimming  pools  (63.2%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renova¬ 
tion  while  recreational  bikeways  (31.6%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A 
profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Plains  is  presented  in  Table  77. 

TABLE  77 

PROFILE:  PLAINS  (pop.  1,046) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age.. 

Male 

Female 

Total 

1-12 

2 

1 

3 

1S-18 

1 

2 

3 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

31-54 

3 

3 

6 

55+ 

2 

2 

4 

Reaidflncfl 

Within  city  limits  15 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  2 

Greater  than  four  miles  2 

No  response  o 


Total  10  9  19 
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TABLE  77  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Wading  pools 

6 

14 

10 

30 

Swimming  pools 

0 

6 

2 

8 

Parks 

20 

10 

8 

38 

Playgrounds 

16 

16 

12 

44 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

18 

20 

21 

59 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

57.9% 

5.3% 

5.3% 

5.3% 

10.5% 

0.0% 

15.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10.5% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

21.1% 

42.1% 

0.0% 

15.8% 

Tennis  courts 

42.1% 

0.0% 

31.6% 

5.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.1% 

Baseball  fields 

36.8% 

10.5% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

10.5% 

5.3% 

26.3% 

Softball  fields 

21.1% 

10.5% 

5.3% 

21.1% 

15.8% 

10.5% 

15.8% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

15.8% 

31.6% 

0.0% 

31.6% 

5.3% 

15.8% 

Swimming  pools 

63.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

10.5% 

0.0% 

15.8% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

68.4% 

0.0% 

26.3% 

Playgrounds 

5.3% 

5.3% 

10.5% 

10.5% 

42.1% 

0.0% 

26.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

73.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

0.0% 

21.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

47.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

15.8% 

0.0% 

26.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

10.5% 

42.1% 

21.1% 

15.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

47.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

5.3% 

15.8% 

21.1% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

i  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t 

know 
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TABLE  77  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

5.3% 

36.8% 

15.8% 

10.5% 

31.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10.5% 

21.1% 

26.3% 

0.0% 

42.1% 

Tennis  courts 

36.8% 

31.6% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

21.1% 

Baseball  fields 

21.1% 

31.6% 

15.8% 

0.0% 

31.6% 

Softball  fields 

10.5% 

31.6% 

21.1% 

10.5% 

26.3% 

Wading  pools 

63.2% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

0.0% 

31.6% 

Swimming  pools 

63.2% 

5.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

31.6% 

Parks 

26.3% 

26.3% 

15.8% 

0.0% 

31.6% 

Playgrounds 

31.6% 

21.1% 

15.8% 

0.0% 

31.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.8% 

15.8% 

31.6% 

0.0% 

36.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

15.8% 

26.3% 

21.1% 

5.3% 

31.6% 

Golf  courses 

10.5% 

15.8% 

26.3% 

15.8% 

31.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26.3% 

15.8% 

21.1% 

5.3% 

* 

31.6% 

Plenty  wood  (pop.  2,381) 


Eleven  residences  and  twenty-six  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Plentywood. 
This  is  a  return  of  13.8%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty-six  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Fourteen 
respondents  were  male  and  twelve  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (138  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  swimming  pools 
(73.1%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (19.2%). 
Playgrounds  (26.9%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while 
baseball  and  softball  fields,  and  wading  and  swimming  pools  (26.9%)  headed  the 
list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Plentywood  is 
presented  in  Table  78. 

TABLE  78 

PROFILE:  PLENTYWOOD  (pop.  2,381) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

3 

2 

5 

Within  city  limits 

ia-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

31-54 

2 

5 

7 

No  response 

55+ 

7 

3 

10 

26 

0 

0 

0 


Total 


14 


12 
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TABLE  78  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

6 

2 

10 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

8 

14 

26 

Tennis  courts 

6 

14 

16 

36 

Baseball  fields 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Softball  fields 

4 

10 

4 

18 

Wading  pools 

2 

4 

4 

10 

Swimming  pools 

26 

60 

52 

138 

Parks 

34 

40 

38 

112 

Playgrounds 

12 

20 

20 

52 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

4 

4 

4 

12 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

19.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.8% 

30.8% 

19.2% 

26.9% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

3.8% 

0.0% 

3.8% 

0.0% 

34.6% 

23.1% 

34.6% 

Tennis  courts 

7.7% 

0.0% 

19.2% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

19.2% 

30.8% 

Baseball  fields 

3.8% 

0.0% 

3.8% 

0.0% 

57.7% 

11.5% 

23.1% 

Softball  fields 

3.8% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

3.8% 

46.2% 

11.5% 

26.9% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.3% 

19.2% 

30.8% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

73.1% 

3.8% 

23.1% 

Parks 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

46.2% 

11.5% 

26.9% 

Playgrounds 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

38.5% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

34.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

34.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.8% 

34.6% 

34.6% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.3% 

30.8% 

26.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

30.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

34.6% 

34.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  78  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

7.7% 

3.8% 

19.2% 

11.5% 

57.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

11.5% 

7.7% 

19.2% 

3.8% 

57.7% 

Tennis  courts 

19.2% 

11.5% 

7.7% 

3.8% 

57.7% 

Baseball  fields 

7.7% 

3.8% 

26.9% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Softball  fields 

3.8% 

7.7% 

26.9% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

7.7% 

26.9% 

3.8% 

61.5% 

Swimming  pools 

11.5% 

3.8% 

26.9% 

0.0% 

57.7% 

Parks 

19.2% 

7.7% 

11.5% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Playgrounds 

26.9% 

11.5% 

11.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.4% 

0.0% 

11.5% 

19.2% 

53.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

11.5% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

57.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

3.8% 

19.2% 

15.4% 

61.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

15.4% 

0.0% 

11.5% 

23.1% 

50.0% 

Poison  (pop.  2,464) 


Eleven  residences  and  twenty-two  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Poison. 
This  is  a  return  of  12.2%  and  represents  0.9%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 
Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  eleven  (50%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  six 
(27.3%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  five  (22.7%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eleven  respondents  were  male  and  eleven 
were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (142  visits). 
The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  conditions  were  parks  (45.5%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools,  playgrounds, 
and  golf  courses  (13.6%).  Swimming  pools  (18.2%)  received  top  priority  for  con¬ 
struction  or  renovation  while  parks  (40.9%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items. 

A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Poison  is  presented  in  Table79. 

TABLE  79 

PROFILE:  POLSON  (pop.  2,464) 

Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Joi.al. 

Residence 

1-12 

3 

1 

4 

Within  city  limits 

11 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

6 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

5 

31-54 

4 

5 

9 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

4 

6 

Total 

11 

11 

22 
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TABLE  7  9  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

0 

2 

4 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Tennis  courts 

4 

4 

2 

10 

Baseball  fields 

8 

8 

4 

20 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Wading  pools 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Swimming  pools 

40 

50 

52 

142 

Parks 

12 

28' 

28 

68 

Playgrounds 

18 

18 

23 

59 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

2 

0 

2 ' 

Golf  courses 

37 

41 

39 

117 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A. 

B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

4.5% 

4.5% 

4.5% 

13.6% 

18.2% 

54.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

4.5% 

0.0% 

4.5% 

22.7% 

9.1% 

59.1% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

4.5% 

4.5% 

0.0% 

22.7% 

9.1% 

59.1% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

4.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

4.5% 

63.6% 

Softball  fields 

4.5% 

4.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.7% 

4.5% 

63.6% 

Wading  pools 

9.1% 

4.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

13.6% 

63.6% 

Swimming  pools 

9.1% 

13.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.6% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Parks 

0.0% 

4.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

45.5% 

4.5% 

45.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

13.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.7% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

4.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

68.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

9.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.5% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

68.2% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

13.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.7% 

4.5% 

59.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

13.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

68.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 


A  Not  available 
B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair  E. 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 


follows: 
Satisfactory 
Don’t  know 


G.  No  response 
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TABLE  79  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

9.1% 

0.0% 

22.7% 

4.5% 

63.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

9.1% 

4.5% 

22.7% 

4.5% 

59.1% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

4.5% 

31.8% 

4.5% 

59.1% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

4.5% 

31.8% 

4.5% 

59.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

31.8% 

9.1% 

59.1% 

Wading  pools 

4.5% 

4.5% 

13.6% 

9.1% 

68.2% 

Swimming  pools 

18.2% 

4.5% 

22.7% 

4.5% 

50.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

40.9% 

4.5% 

54.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

13.6% 

31.8% 

4.5% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

13.6% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

4.5% 

63.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

9.1% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

4.5% 

68.2% 

Golf  courses 

13.6% 

4.5% 

27.3% 

4.5% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

9.1% 

4.5% 

18.2% 

4.5% 

63.6% 

Poplar  (pop.  1,389) 


Nine  residences  and  fifteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Poplar.  This  is 
a  return  of  18%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  eleven  (73.3%)  were  from  wtihin  the  city  limits,  three  (20%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  one  (6.7%)  was  from  greater 
than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were  male  and  eight  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (48  visits)  and  tennis 
courts  (30  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were 
parks  (46.7%)  and  openspace/athletic  fields  (40%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most 
unsatisfactory  were  parks  (26.6%).  Swimming  pools  (86.7%)  and  wading  pools  (60%) 
received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  tennis  courts  and  golf 
courses  (13.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for 
the  community  of  Poplar  is  presented  in  Table  80. 


TABLE  80 

PROFILE:  POPLAR  (pop.  1,389) 


Description  of  Respondents 

Age,. 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

l 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

11 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

3 

19-30 

3 

2 

5 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

31-54 

3 

5 

8 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

0 

1 

1 

Total 

7 

8 

15 
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TABLE  80  (continued) 
Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

6 

4 

10 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

0 

8 

Tennis  courts 

0 

26 

4 

30 

Baseball  fields 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Swimming  pools 

0 

8 

8 

16 

Parks 

8 

24 

16 

48 

Playgrounds 

4 

8 

8 

20 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Hiking- walking  trails 

4 

12 

6 

22 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

4 

4 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A.  B 

C 

D_ 

E_ 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.0%  6.7% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

13.3% 

26.7  % 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

13.3%  0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Tennis  courts 

13.3%  0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

6.7 %  0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

20.0% 

33.3% 

Softball  fields 

6.7%  0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

53.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Swimming  pools 

53.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Pa*ks 

13.3%  0.0% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

46.7% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Playgrounds 

20.0%  6.7% 

6.7% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

53.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

26.7  % 

Hiking-walking  trails 

33.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

40.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

26.7%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

40.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  80  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

33.3% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

40.0% 

26.7% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Tennis  courts 

26.7% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

13.3% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

40.0% 

Softball  fields 

13.3% 

26.7% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

40.0% 

Wading  pools 

60.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Swimming  pools 

86.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Parks 

53.3% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

Playgrounds 

53.3% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

46.7% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

13.3% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

6.7% 

33.3% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

20.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

20.0% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

33.3% 

Red  Lodge  (pop.  1,844) 

Eight  residences  and  eleven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Red  Lodge.  This 
is  a  return  of  11.4%  and  represents  0.6%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  nine  (81.8%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  one  (9.1%)  was 
from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  one  (9.1%)  was  from  greater  than  four 
miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were  male  and  four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (24  visits).  The 
most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  openspace/athletic  fields, 
baseball  fields,  parks,  and  golf  courses  (36.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatis¬ 
factory  were  golf  courses  (27.3%).  Swimming  pools  (63.6%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation,  while  motorcycle  trail  areas  (27.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no 
priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Red  Lodge  is  provided 
in  Table  81. 

TABLE  81 

PROFILE:  RED  LODGE  (pop.  1,844) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

9 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

1 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

31-54 

2 

0 

2 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

5 

4 

9 

Total 

7 

4 

11 

-157- 
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TABLE  81  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

2 

0 

4 

6 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Golf  courses 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

27.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

54.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

54.5% 

Baseball  fields 

9.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

18.2% 

54.5% 

Wading  pools 

9.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

54.5% 

Swimming  pools 

9.1% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

63.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

72.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

9.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

36.4% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

9.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

63.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  81  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volle^ball  courts 

9.1% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

54.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

18.2% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

54.5% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

36.4% 

Baseball  fields 

18.2% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

45.5% 

Softball  fields 

9.1% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Wading  pools 

9.1% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

54.5% 

Swimming  pools 

63.6% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

Parks 

18.2% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

54.5% 

Playgrounds 

36.4% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

36.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

18.2% 

0.0% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

54.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

9.1% 

18.2% 

18.2% 

0.0% 

54.5% 

Golf  courses 

18.2% 

36.4% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

9.1% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

9.1% 

54.5% 

Ronan  (pop.  1,347) 

Eight  residences  and  thirteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Ronan.  This 
is  a  return  of  11.4%  and  represents  1.0%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  nine  (69.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  four  (30.8%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Nine  respondents  were  male  and  four 
were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (34  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (38.5%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (23.1%)  and  recreational  bikeways  (23.1%). 
Swimming  pools,  parks  and  recreational  bikeways  (46.2%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation  while  golf  courses  (23.1%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Ronan  is  presented  in  Table  82. 

TABLE  82 

PROFILE:  RONAN  (pop.  1,347) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Male 

Female 

TotaL 

Residence 

M2 

0 

1 

1 

Within  city  limits 

9 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

4 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

3 

1 

4 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

4 

1 

5 

Total 


9 


4 
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TABLE  82  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Tennis  courts 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Baseball  fields 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

0 

4 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Parks 

12 

12 

10 

34 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Golf  courses 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

61.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

69.2% 

Tennis  courts 

7.7% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

76.9% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

76.9% 

Wading  pools 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

84.6% 

Swimming  pools 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

76.9% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

92.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Golf  courses 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

76.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

69.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  82  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

7.7% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

46.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.7% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Tennis  courts 

38.5% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

Baseball  fields 

30.8% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

46.2% 

Softball  fields 

15.4% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

Wading  pools 

15.4% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

46.2% 

Swimming  pools 

46.2% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

Parks 

46.2% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

46.2% 

Playgrounds 

30.8% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

46.2% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

46.2% 

Hildng-walking  trails 

23.1% 

7.7% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

23.1% 

23.1% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

23.1% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

Roundup  (pop.  2116) 

Six  residences  and  ten  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Roundup.  This  is  a 
return  of  7.5%  and  represents  0.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  all  ten  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Five  respondents 
were  male  and  five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (20  visits).  The  most  satis¬ 
factory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (30.0%).  Those  perceived  as 
being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (30.0%)  and  golf  courses  (20.0%).  Parks  and 
playgrounds  (50.0%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  openspace/ 
athletic  fields  (20.0%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the 
community  of  Roundup  is  presented  in  Table  83. 

TABLE  83 

PROFILE:  ROUNDUP  (pop.  2,116) 


Description  of  Respondents 

Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

10 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

1 

1 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

2 

2 

4 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

2 

4 

Total 

5 

5 

10 

10 
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TABLE  83  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

6 

8 

6 

20 

Playgrounds 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

20.0% 

30.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.Q% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

10.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

90.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  83  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.0% 

30.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

20.0% 

10.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

20.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

20.0% 

50.0% 

Baseball  fields 

30.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

20.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

70.0% 

Wading  pools 

30.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

10.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

70.0  % 

Parks 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Playgrounds 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

10.0% 

30.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

30.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

30.0% 

20.0% 

10.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

50.0% 

Scobey  (pop.  1,486) 


Seven  residences  and  fifteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Scobey.  This 
is  a  return  of  14.0%  and  represents  1.0%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  all  fifteen  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Ten 
respondents  were  male  and  five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  baseball  fields  (139  visits)  and 
openspace/athletic  fields  (93  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general 
condition  were  baseball  fields  (93.3%)  and  swimming  pools  and  parks  (86.7%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basket/volleyball  courts  (40.0%).  Basket/ 
volleyball  courts  (60.0%)  and  swimming  pools  (53.3%)  received  top  priroity  for 
construction  or  renovation  while  wading  pools  and  recreational  bikeways  (53.3%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Scobey  is 
presented  in  Table  84. 

TABLE  84 

PROFILE:  SCOBEY  (pop.  1,486) 

Description  of  Respondents 

TotaL  Residence 

1  Within  city  limits  15 

3  Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

3  Greater  than  four  miles  0 

5  No  response  o 

3 


Age 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


■male 

1 

2 
2 
3 
2 


Female 

0 

1 

1 

2 

1 


Total 


10 


5 


15 


163 


15 


TABLE  84  (continued) 


Facility 

Basket/volleyball  courts 
Openspace/athletic  fields 
Tennis  courts 
Baseball  fields 
Softball  fields 
Wading  pools 
Swimming  pools 
Parks 

Playgrounds 
Recreational  bikeways 
Hiking- walking  trails 
Golf  courses 
Motorcycle  trail  areas 


Frequency  of  Use 

June 

July 

6 

6 

39 

42 

0 

0 

59 

62 

0 

0 

0 

0 

22 

22 

14 

18 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

17 

2 

12 

2 

4 

August  Total 


6 

18 

12 

93 

0 

0 

18 

139 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18 

62 

12 

44 

0 

2 

0 

0 

21 

38 

10 

24 

2 

8 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

46.7% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

73.3% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Tennis  courts 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

93.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

40.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

80.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

86.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

86.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

60.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

73.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Golf  courses 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

66.7% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

53.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

F.  Don’t  know 


TABLE  84  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyl?all  courts 

60.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

40.0% 

6.7% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

Tennis  courts 

46.7% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

6.7% 

Baseball  fields 

46.7% 

6.7% 

46.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

26.7% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

40.0% 

6.7% 

53.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

53:3% 

20.0% 

26.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

26.7% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

Playgrounds 

40.0% 

13.3% 

40.0% 

0.0% 

6.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

6.7% 

20.0% 

53.3% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

6.7% 

26.7% 

40.0% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

Golf  courses 

40.0% 

13.3% 

33.3% 

13.3% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

13.3% 

20.0% 

26.7% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Shelby  (pop.  3,111) 

Eighteen  residences  and  thirty-four  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Shelby. 
This  is  a  return  of  16.4%  and  represents  1.1%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  all  thirty-four  (100%)  were  from  within  the  city 
limits.  Eighteen  respondents  were  male  and  sixteen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (304  visits),  golf  courses 
(162  visits)  and  hiking- walking  trails  (151  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in 
terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (76.5%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most 
unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (29.5%).  Basket/volleyball  courts  (32.5%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Shelby 
is  presented  in  Table  85. 

TABLE  85 

PROFILE:  SHELBY  (pop.  3,111) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

2 

2 

Within  city  limits 

34 

13-18 

3 

4 

7 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

1 

2 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

10 

6 

16 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

4 

2 

6 

Total 

18 

16 

34 
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TABLE  85  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July. 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

6 

15 

13 

34 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

22 

22 

8 

52 

Tennis  courts 

28 

12 

4 

44 

Baseball  fields 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Softball  fields 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Wading  pools 

0 

8 

0 

8 

Swimming  pools 

20 

41 

16 

77 

Parks 

82 

116 

106 

304 

Playgrounds 

12 

20 

14 

46 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Hiking-walking  trails 

29 

73 

49 

151 

Golf  courses 

53 

59 

50 

162 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

2 

2 

6 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A. 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F_ 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2.9% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

5.9% 

17.6% 

23.5% 

44.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

5.9% 

26.5% 

23.5% 

41.2% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

5.9% 

20.6% 

2.9% 

14.7% 

20.6% 

35.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

8.8% 

35.3% 

20.6% 

32.4% 

Softball  fields 

8.8% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

2.9% 

20.6% 

26.5% 

38.2% 

Wading  pools 

5.9% 

0.0% 

8.8% 

0.0% 

35.3% 

11.8% 

38.2% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

2.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

58.8% 

8.8% 

29.4% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

0.0% 

76.5% 

0.0% 

20.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.8% 

8.8% 

44.1% 

2.9% 

35.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

35.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

20.6% 

44.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

23.5% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

2.9% 

14.7% 

8.8% 

47.1% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

5.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

47.1% 

20.6% 

26.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

17.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.9% 

11.8% 

26.5% 

38.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  85  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

32.4% 

14.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

52.9% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

11.8% 

20.6% 

8.8% 

0.0% 

58.8% 

Tennis  courts 

23.5% 

17.6% 

11.8% 

0.0% 

47.1% 

Baseball  fields 

20.6% 

2.9% 

14.7% 

0.0% 

61.8% 

Softball  fields 

17.6% 

11.8% 

11.8% 

0.0% 

58.8% 

Wading  pools 

17.6% 

17.6% 

17.6% 

0.0% 

47.1% 

Swimming  pools 

14.7% 

2.9% 

23.5% 

0.0% 

58.8% 

Parks 

26.5% 

11.8% 

14.7% 

0.0% 

47.1% 

Playgrounds 

17.6% 

23.5% 

5.9% 

0.0% 

52.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

23.5% 

14.7% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

58.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.7% 

14.7% 

2.9% 

8.8% 

58.8% 

Golf  courses 

5.9% 

5.9% 

23.5% 

2.9% 

61.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

32.4% 

8.8% 

5.9% 

2.9% 

50.0% 

Sidney  (pop.  4,543) 


Twenty-seven  residences  and  sixty  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Sidney. 

This  is  a  return  of  16.9%  and  represents  1.3%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  fifty  (83.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and 
ten  (16.7%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Thirty-two  respondents 
were  male  and  twenty-eight  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (474  visits)  and  swimming 
pools  (432  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were 
parks  (60.0%)  and  playgrounds  (51.7%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were 
swimming  pools  (48.4%).  Swimming  pools  (60.0%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
or  renovation,  while  basket/vDlleyball  courts  and  openspace/athletic  fields  (23.3%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Sidney  is 
presented  in  Table  86. 

TABLE  86 

PROFILE:  SIDNEY  (pop.  4,543) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Ace 

Male. 

Female 

TqM. 

Residence 

1-12 

4 

7 

11 

Within  city  limits 

13-18 

5 

3 

8 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

19-30 

5 

5 

10 

Greater  than  four  miles 

31-54 

16 

7 

23 

No  response 

55+ 

2 

6 

8 

Total 

32 

28 

60 
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TABLE  86  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July. 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

32 

37 

32 

101 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

36 

39 

39 

114 

Tennis  courts 

24 

40 

30 

94 

Baseball  fields 

47 

49 

25 

121 

Softball  fields 

14 

23 

18 

55 

Wading  pools 

19 

19 

4 

42 

Swimming  pools 

158 

182 

92 

432 

Parks 

151 

179 

144 

474 

Playgrounds 

96 

115 

101 

312 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

4 

10 

14 

Golf  courses 

116 

107 

100 

323 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

17 

22 

22 

61 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

11.7% 

0.0% 

5.0% 

1.7% 

23.3% 

33.3% 

25.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

8.3% 

0.0% 

5.0% 

3.3% 

26.7% 

30.0% 

26.7% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

1.7% 

3.3% 

1.7% 

45.0% 

25.0% 

23.3% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

13.3% 

5.0% 

36.7% 

16.7% 

28.3% 

Softball  fields 

1.7% 

6.7% 

8.3% 

6.7% 

26.7% 

26.7% 

23.3% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

13.3% 

1.7% 

6.7% 

35.0% 

16.7% 

26.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

15.0% 

36.7% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

6.7% 

15.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

1.7% 

3.3% 

3.3% 

60.0% 

10.0% 

21.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

3.3% 

51.7% 

16.7% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

45.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

26.7% 

25.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

45.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

1.7% 

26.7  % 

23.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

1.7% 

0.0% 

1.7% 

43.3% 

30.0% 

23.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

21.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.0% 

3.3% 

38.3% 

31.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  86  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

21.7% 

18.3% 

23.3% 

13.3% 

23.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

20.0% 

16.7% 

23.3% 

13.3% 

26.7% 

Tennis  courts 

10.0% 

16.7% 

26.7% 

11.7% 

35.0% 

Baseball  fields 

18.3% 

23.3% 

18.3% 

11.7% 

28.3% 

Softball  fields 

30.0% 

16.7% 

15.0% 

11.7% 

26.7% 

Wading  pools 

26.7% 

21.7% 

10.0% 

8.3% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

60.0% 

8.3% 

10.0% 

3.3% 

18.3% 

Parks 

20.0% 

26.7% 

10.0% 

8.3% 

35.0% 

Playgrounds 

16.7% 

21.7% 

16.7% 

10.0% 

35.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

38.3% 

11.7% 

13.3% 

13.3% 

23.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

35.0% 

16.7% 

13.3% 

11.7% 

23.3% 

Golf  courses 

6.7% 

11.7% 

20.0% 

25.0% 

36.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

15.0% 

11.7% 

13.3% 

31.7% 

28.3% 

Thompson  Falls  (pop.  1,356) 


Five  residences  and  thirteen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Thompson  Falls. 
This  is  a  return  of  10.0%  and  represents  1.0%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  eleven  (84.6%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  two 
(15.4%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Seven  respondents  were  male 
and  six  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (189  visits).  The 
most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  golf  courses  (61.5%)  and 
parks  (53.8%)  and  hiking- walking  trails  (53.8%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatis¬ 
factory  were  swimming  pools  (92.4%).  Swimming  pools  (100.0%)  and  wading  pools 
(61.5%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  motorcycle  trail 
areas  (30.8%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the 
community  of  Thompson  Falls  is  presented  in  Table  87. 

TABLE  87 

PROFILE:  THOMPSON  FALLS  (pop.  1,356) 


Age_ 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Description  of  Respondents 


Mak . 

Female 

..Total 

Residence 

1 

1 

2 

Within  city  limits 

11 

1 

0 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

2 

4 

6 

No  response 

0 

3 

1 

4 

Total  7  6  13  -169- 
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TABLE  87  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

18 

18 

18 

54 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

63 

63 

63 

189 

Parks 

8 

4 

4 

16 

Playgrounds 

16 

16 

16 

48 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

16 

26 

41 

83 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

38.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

7.7% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

30.8% 

15.4% 

Tennis  courts 

46.2% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

30.8% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

7.7% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

Wading  pools 

69.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

30.8% 

23.1% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

0.0% 

Parks 

7.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

53.8% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

Playgrounds 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

61.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

15.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

53.8% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

61.5% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

23.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.5% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

;  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

respor 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  87  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

23.1% 

30.8% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

23.1% 

23.1% 

23.1% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Tennis  courts 

30.8% 

30.8% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

38.5% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

38.5% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

61.5% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

15.4% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

53.8% 

0.0% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Playgrounds 

46.2% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.4% 

38.5% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

15.4% 

38.5% 

15.4% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Golf  courses 

15.4% 

38.5% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

38.5% 

30.8% 

30.8% 

0.0% 

Three  Forks  (pop.  1,188) 


Five  residences  and  nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Three  Forks.  This 
is  a  return  of  12.5%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  nine  (100.0%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Five  respondents 
were  male  and  four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (24  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  wading  pools  (44.4%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  baseball  and  softball  fields  (22.2%). 
Recreational  bikeways  and  golf  courses  (44.4%)  received  top  priority  for  construction 
or  renovation,  while  openspace/athletic  fields,  tennis  courts  and  wading  pools  (22.2%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of 
Tliree  Forks  is  presented  in  Table  88. 


TABLE  88 

PROFILE:  THREE  FORKS  (pop.  1,188) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male. 

Female 

Total- 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

9 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

1 

0 

1 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

2 

2 

4 

Total 

5 

4 

9 
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TABLE  88  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

2 

4 

6 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

4 

0 

0 

4 

Playgrounds 

8 

0 

0 

8 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

0 

0 

• 

2 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Golf  courses 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

66.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Tennis  courts 

11.1% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Wading  pools 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

0.0% 

44.4% 

Swimming  pools 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Golf  courses 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  88  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

11.1% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Tennis  courts 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Baseball  fields 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Softball  fields 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Wading  pools 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Swimming  pools 

33.3% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Parks 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Playgrounds 

33.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

66.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Golf  courses 

44.4% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Townsend  (pop.  1,371) 


Six  residences  and  nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Townsend.  This 
is  a  return  of  12.0%  and  represents  0.7%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  seven  (77.8%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  two 
(22.2%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Five  respondents  were 
male  and  four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (83  visits).  The 
most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condtiion  were  parks  (33.3%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  golf  courses  (22.2%).  Tennis  courts 
and  golf  courses  (22.2%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while 
swimming  pools  (22.2%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data 
for  the  community  of  Townsend  is  presented  in  Table  89. 

TABLE  89 

PROFILE:  TOWNSEND  (pop.  1,371) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

7 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

1 

2 

3 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

4 

2 

6 

Total 

5 

4 

9 

9 

TABLE  89  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Parks 

6 

6 

6 

18 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

2 

4 

10 

Golf  courses 

26 

31 

26 

83 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

Tennis  courts 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

88.9% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

77.8% 

Parks 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

0.0% 

55.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

11.1% 

55.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

77.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


-174 


TABLE  89  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleybtdl  courts 

0.0% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

55.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Tennis  courts 

22.2% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

44.4% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Softball  fields 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

66.7% 

Parks 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Golf  courses 

22.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

55.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

66.7% 

Troy  (pop.  1,046) 


Four  residences  and  eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Troy  representing 
a  return  of  10.0%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  five  (62.5%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits, 
and  three  (37.5%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  .motorcycle  trail  areas  (44  visits). 
The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  openspace/athletic 
fields,  baseball  and  softball  fields,  parks,  hiking-walking  trails  and  motorcycle  trail 
areas  (50.0%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basket/volleyball 
courts,  parks,  and  hiking* walking  trails  (25.0%).  Swimming  pools  (75.0%)  received 
top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  hiking- walking  trails  (37.5%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Troy  is 
presented  in  Table  90. 


TABLE  90 

PROFILE:  TROY  (pop.  1,046) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male. 

Female 

TqM 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

Within  city  limits 

0 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

5 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

0 

0 

0 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

3 

1 

4 

Total 

5 

3 

8 

-175- 

8 

TABLE  90  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


fagjlity  June 

Basket/volleyball  courts  8 

Openspace/athletic  fields  4 

Tennis  courts  0 

Baseball  fields  8 

Softball  fields  6 

Wading  pools  0 

Swimming  pools  4 

Parks  12 

Playgrounds  2 

Recreational  bikeways  0 

Hiking-walking  trails  22 

Golf  courses  4 

Motorcycle  trail  areas  18 


July  August  Total 

8  13  29 

0  4  8 

0  0  0 

8  2  18 

4  0  10 

0  0  0 

8  4  16 

2  2  16 

2  2  6 

0  0  0 

6  2  30 

4  4  12 

8  18  44 


General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Tennis  courts 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Wading  pools 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.0% 

0.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Golf  courses 

50.0% 

0.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 


A.  Not  available 

B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair 

D.  Unsatisfactory 


E.  Satisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 


G.  No  response 
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TABLE  90  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Tennis  courts 

62.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Baseball  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Swimming  pools 

75.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

37.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Playgrounds 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

12.5% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

12.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

Walkerville  (pop.  1,097) 


Three  residences  and  eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Walkerville. 

This  is  a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  0.7%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  four  (50.0%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  four  (50.0%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Four  respondents  were  male  and  four  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  motorcycle  trail  areas  (126  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  motorcycle  trail  areas 
(75.0%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (37.5%).  Swimming 
pools,  recreational  bikeways,  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (75.0%)  received  top  priority 
for  construction  or  renovation,  while  basket/volleyball  courts,  openspace/athletic  fields, 
tennis  courts,  and  baseball  and  softball  fields  (25.0%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Walkerville  is  presented  in  Table  91. 

TABLE  91 

PROFILE:  WALKERVILLE  (pop.  1,097) 


Age 

1-12 

13-18 

19-30 

31-54 

55+ 


Description  of  Respondents 


-Male 

Female 

-Iota! 

Residence 

2 

1 

3 

Within  city  limits 

4 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

4 

1 

1 

2 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

1 

1 

2 

No  response 

0 

0 

1 

1 

Total  4  4 


8 
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TABLE  91  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

4 

2 

10 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

2 

4 

2 

8 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Wading  pools 

4 

8 

0 

12 

Swimming  pools 

6 

14 

16 

36 

Parks 

16 

16 

14 

46 

Playgrounds 

20 

20 

20 

60 

Recreational  bikeways 

17 

12 

4 

33 

Hiking- walking  trails 

6 

12 

8 

26 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

47 

47 

32 

126 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

62.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

75.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is 

as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  91  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.5% 

37.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

37.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Tennis  courts 

37.5% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Baseball  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Softball  fields 

50.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Wading  pools 

50.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Swimming  pools 

75.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Parks 

37.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Playgrounds 

62.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

75.0% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

62.5% 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Golf  courses 

12.5% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

75.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

Whitefish  (pop.  3,349) 


Twenty-four  residences  and  fifty-four  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Whitefish. 
This  is  a  return  of  20.0%  and  represents  1.6%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty ^six  (49.0%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  twenty- 
five  (47.2%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  two  (3.8%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-nine  respondents  were  male  and 
twenty-five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  golf  courses  (305  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  baseball  fields  (59.3%)  and  golf 
courses  (57.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (44.5%). 
Swimming  pools  (70.4%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while 
motorcycle  trail  areas  (35.2%)  and  golf  courses  (33.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Whitefish  is  presented  in  Table  92. 

TABLE  92 

PROFILE:  WHITEFISH  (pop.  3,349) 

Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Mate . 

Female 

-Total. 

Residence 

1-12 

5 

4 

9 

Within  city  limits 

26 

13-18 

4 

3 

7 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

25 

19-30 

2 

6 

8 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

11 

9 

20 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

7 

3 

10 

Total 

29 

25 

54 
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TABLE  92  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16 

2 

2 

20 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16 

22 

35 

73 

Tennis  courts 

14 

8 

0 

22 

Baseball  fields 

24 

14 

10 

48 

Softball  fields 

60 

67 

23 

150 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

16 

23 

20 

59 

Parks 

73 

67 

62 

202 

Playgrounds 

28 

26 

28 

82 

Recreational  bikeways 

4 

0 

4 

8 

Hiking-walking  trails 

27 

35 

30 

92 

Golf  courses 

103 

104 

98 

305 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8 

8 

13 

29 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.8% 

3.7% 

7.4% 

5.6% 

33.3% 

13.0% 

22.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

5.6% 

0.0% 

7.4% 

3.7% 

44.4% 

14.8% 

24.1% 

Tennis  courts 

9.3% 

24.1% 

16.7% 

3.7% 

13.0% 

13.0% 

20.4% 

Baseball  fields 

1.9% 

1.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

59.3% 

11.1% 

25.9% 

Softball  fields 

1.9% 

1.9% 

5.6% 

1.9% 

51.9% 

9.3% 

27.8% 

Wading  pools 

48.1% 

0.0% 

1.9% 

5.6% 

3.7% 

9.3% 

31.5% 

Swimming  pools 

51.9% 

1.9% 

1.9% 

7.4% 

13.0% 

1.9% 

22.2% 

Parks 

5.6% 

7.4% 

1.9% 

9.3% 

51.9% 

3.7% 

20.4% 

Playgrounds 

3.7% 

0.0% 

3.7% 

7.4% 

50.0% 

11.1% 

24.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

48.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

3.7% 

16.7% 

25.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

42.6% 

11.1% 

25.9% 

Golf  courses 

5.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.4% 

14.8% 

22.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

13.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

5.6% 

42.6% 

33.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  92  (continued) 
Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

Hign 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

22.2% 

24.1% 

14.8% 

16.7% 

22.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

20.4% 

22.2% 

14.8% 

14.8% 

27.8% 

Tennis  courts 

33.3% 

40.7% 

3.7% 

3.7% 

18.5% 

Baseball  fields 

27.8% 

11.1% 

25.9% 

14.8% 

20.4% 

Softball  fields 

25.9% 

20.4% 

14.8% 

16.7% 

22.2% 

Wading  pools 

27.8% 

9.3% 

27.8% 

7.4% 

27.8% 

Swimming  pools 

70.4% 

7.4% 

11.1% 

1.9% 

9.3% 

Parks 

33.3% 

24.1% 

13.0% 

3.7% 

25.9% 

Playgrounds 

31.5% 

25.9% 

11.1% 

9.3% 

22.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

37.0% 

18.5% 

13.0% 

13.0% 

18.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.8% 

24.1% 

18.5% 

14.8% 

27.8% 

Golf  courses 

11.1% 

18.5% 

33.3% 

13.0% 

24.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

9.3% 

11.1% 

35.2% 

20.4% 

24.1% 

Whitehall  (pop.  1,035) 

Four  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Whitehall.  This  is 
a  return  of  10.0%  and  represents  0.7%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  four  (57.1%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  one  (14.3%)  was 
from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  two  (28.6%)  were  from  greater  than  four 
miles  of  the  city  limits.  Three  respondents  were  male  and  four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  hiking- walking  trails  (12  visits). 

The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  basket/volleyball 
courts,  openspace/athletic  fields,  baseball  and  softball  fields,  parks  and  playgrounds. 
(14.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  hiking- walking  trails 
(28.6%).  Swimming  pools  (100.0%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation, 
while  tennis  courts,  baseball  and  softball  fields  (14.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority 
items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Whitehall  is  presented  in  Table  93. 

TABLE  93 

PROFILE:  WHITEHALL  (pop.  1,035) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male.. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

4 

13-18 

0 

1 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

1 

19-30 

0 

0 

0 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

2 

2 

4 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

0 

1 

1 

Total 


3 


4 
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TABLE  93  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Parks 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Playgrounds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 


Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

85.7% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Wading  pools 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Swimming  pools 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

57.1% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Golf  courses 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

57.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  93  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Tennis  courts 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Wading  pools 

71.4% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Swimming  pools 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Parks 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.6% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.3% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

85.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

42.9% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

White  Sulphur  Springs  (pop.  1,200) 

Eleven  residences  and  seventeen  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  White  Sulphur 
Springs.  This  is  a  return  of  27.5%  and  represents  1.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 
Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  eighteen  (100.0%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits.  Seven 
respondents  were  male  and  ten  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  playgrounds  (12  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  baseball  and  softball  fields  (27.8%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  the  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (33.4%).  Swimming  pools 
(83.3%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  basket/volleyball  courts, 
openspace/ athletic  fields,  tennis  courts,  and  baseball  fields  (16.7%)  headed  the  list  of  no 
priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  White  Sulphur  Springs  is 
presented  in  Table  94. 

TABLE  94 

PROFILE:  WHITE  SULPHUR  SPRINGS  (pop.  1,200) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

■  Male 

Female 

-Total 

1-12 

1 

0 

1 

13-18 

0 

1 

1 

19-30 

1 

2 

3 

31-54 

2 

3 

5 

55+ 

3 

4 

7 

Residence 

Within  city  limits  17 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  0 

Greater  than  four  miles  0 

No  response  0 


Total 


7 


10 


17 


17 


TABLE  94  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

4 

2 

0 

6 

Parks 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Playgrounds 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

44.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Tennis  courts 

50.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Baseball  fields 

33.3% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

27.8% 

5.6% 

27.8% 

Softball  fields 

22.2% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

27.8% 

5.6% 

38.9% 

Wading  pools 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Swimming  pools 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Parks 

22.2% 

5.6% 

16.7% 

11.1% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

27.8% 

Playgrounds 

22.2% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

11.1% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

27.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

55.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

61.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Golf  courses 

66.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

61.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.6% 

33.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  94  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation  (f 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

22.2% 

5.6% 

16.7% 

5.6% 

50.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

5.6% 

61.1% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

5.6% 

61.1% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

5.6% 

61.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

5.6% 

61.1% 

Wading  pools 

50.0% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

38.9% 

Swimming  pools 

83.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

Parks 

66.7% 

5.6% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

16.7% 

Playgrounds 

44.4% 

22.2% 

11.1% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

11.1% 

16.7% 

11.1% 

16.7% 

44.4% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

16.7% 

11.1% 

16.7% 

55.6% 

Golf  courses 

22.2% 

5.6% 

11.1% 

27.8% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

16.7% 

22.2% 

0.0% 

22.2% 

38.9% 

Wibaux  (pop.  1,188) 


Three  residences  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Wibaux.  This  is 
a  return  of  7.5%  and  represents  0.6%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  one  (14.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and  six  (85.7%) 
were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Three  respondents  were  male  and 
four  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  basket/volleyball  courts,  swimming 
pools,  and  parks  (12  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition 
were  swimming  pools  (71.4%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were 
basket/volleyball  courts,  tennis  courts  and  playgrounds  (42.9%).  Tennis  courts,  parks, 
playgrounds  and  recreational  bikeways  (42.9%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation,  while  openspace/athletic  fields  and  baseball  and  softball  fields  (42.9%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Wibaux  is 
presented  in  Table  95. 

TABLE  95 


PROFILE:  WIBAUX  (pop.  1,188) 


Description  of  Respondents 

Age 

.Male 

-Female 

-Total 

-Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

l 

Within  city  limits 

1 

13-18 

0 

1 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

0 

19-30 

1 

2 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

6 

31-54 

1 

1 

2 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

0 

0 

0 

Total 

3 

4 

7 

7 
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TABLE  95  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Tennis  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

0 

2 

2 

4 

Swimming  pools 

2 

6 

4 

12 

Parks 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Playgrounds 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

2 

4 

2 

8 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A  B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0%  0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

Tennis  courts 

14.3%  0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

42.9% 

Softball  fields 

0.0%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

28.6% 

28.6% 

Wading  pools 

0.0%  14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0%  14.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

71.4% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

Parks 

14.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

Playgrounds 

14.3%  28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.6%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Golf  courses 

14.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

57.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.3%  0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

57.1% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Tennis  courts 

42.9% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

42.9% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Wading  pools 

14.3% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Swimming  pools 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Parks 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Playgrounds 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

42.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.3% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.1% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

28.6% 

0.0% 

14.3% 

57.1% 

Wolf  Point  (pop.  3,095) 


Fifteen  residences  and  twenty-five  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Wolf  Point. 
This  is  a  return  of  13.6%  and  represents  0.8%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty  (80.0%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  three 
(12.0%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  two  (8.0%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Fourteen  respondents  were  male  and  eleven 
were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (42  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  baseball  fields  (40.0%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  basketball/volleyball  courts  and  parks  (20.0%). 
Tennis  courts  (28.0%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  wading 
pools  (20.0%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the 
community  of  Wolf  Point  is  presented  in  Table  96. 

TABLE  96 

PROFILE:  WOLF  POINT  (pop.  3,095) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

0 

1 

Within  city  limits 

20 

13-18 

3 

3 

6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

3 

19-30 

2 

1 

3 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

5 

4 

9 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

3 

3 

6 

Total 

14 

11 

25 

25 

TABLE  96  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Tennis  courts 

2 

4 

4 

10 

Baseball  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Softball  fields 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

12 

12 

12 

36 

Parks 

16 

14 

12 

42 

Playgrounds 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Golf  courses 

10 

15 

10 

35 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.0% 

4.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

68.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.0% 

8.0% 

80.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

4.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

20.0% 

4.0% 

60.0% 

Baseball  fields 

4.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

40.0% 

4.0% 

48.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

32.0% 

4.0% 

60.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.0% 

8.0% 

64.0% 

Swimming  pools 

8.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

24.0% 

8.0% 

52.0% 

Parks 

4.0% 

12.0% 

8.0% 

0.0% 

28.0% 

4.0% 

44.0% 

Playgrounds 

4.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.0% 

12.0% 

8.0% 

68.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

12.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.0% 

76.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

12.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.0% 

8.0% 

72.0% 

Golf  courses 

4.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

16.0% 

8.0% 

72.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

12.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.0% 

76.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities 

response  is 

as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  96  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

24.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

52.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4.0% 

24.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

64.0% 

Tennis  courts 

28.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

52.0% 

Baseball  fields 

8.0% 

20.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

60.0% 

Softball  fields 

4.0% 

20.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

64.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

12.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

68.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

12.0% 

16.0% 

0.0% 

72.0% 

Parks 

24.0% 

16.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Playgrounds 

20.0% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

60.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

12.0% 

16.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

64.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

8.0% 

16.0% 

8.0% 

8.0% 

60.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

12.0% 

12.0% 

4.0% 

72.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8.0% 

16.0% 

8.0% 

0.0% 

68.0% 

COMMUNITIES  OF  5,001  ■  10,000  POPULATION 

Eighty-six  residences  and  one  hundred  and  seventy-eight  residents  from  five  communities 
responded  to  the  survey  from  this  population  category  representing  a  return  of  13.0%.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  one  hundred  and  twenty-four  (69.6%)  were  from  within  the 
city  limits,  thirty-seven  (20.8%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and 
seventeen  (9.6%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Ninety-nine 
respondents  were  male  and  seventy-nine  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community  were  parks  (983  visits),  swimming 
pools  (692  visits),  motorcycle  trail  areas  (401  visits),  and  softball  fields  (692  visits). 

Least  used  facilities  included  recreational  bikeways  (65  visits),  wading  pools  (69  visits) 
and  golf  courses  (127  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  con¬ 
dition  were  parks  (62.9%),  baseball  fields  (50.6%),  softball  fields  (45.5%),  and  play¬ 
grounds  (43.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools 
(23.5%)  and  tennis  courts  (14.7%).  Swimming  pools  (45.5%),  recreational  bikeways 
(36.0%),  and  playgrounds  (32.0%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation. 
Baseball  fields  (19.1%)  and  openspace/athletic  fields  (18.0%)  headed  the  list  of  no 
priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  population  category  is  presented  in  Table  97. 


TABLE  97 

PROFILE:  COMMUNITIES  OF  5,001  -  10,000  POPULATION  (N=5) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age  Male  Female 

Residence 

1-12  11 

3 

14 

Within  city  limits 

124 

13-18  11 

13 

24 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  37 

19-30  18 

20 

38 

Greater  than  four  miles 

17 

31-54  30 

27 

57 

No  response 

0 

55+  29 

16 

45 

Total  99 

79 

178 

178 

Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

47 

70 

80 

197 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

67 

55 

52 

174 

Tennis  courts 

121 

107 

100 

328 

Baseball  fields 

75 

69 

33 

177 

Softball  fields 

123 

146 

100 

369 

Wading  pools 

14 

37 

18 

69 

Swimming  pools 

203 

293 

196 

692 

Parks 

267 

362 

354 

983 

Playgrounds 

78 

104 

100 

282 

Recreational  bikeways 

21 

21 

23 

65 

Hiking-walking  trails 

77 

124 

126 

327 

Golf  courses 

44 

42 

41 

127 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

104 

127 

170 

401 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D  E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.6% 

2.2% 

2.2% 

1.1%  26.4% 

25.3% 

28.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.9% 

0.6% 

2.2% 

1.7%  39.9% 

18.0% 

29.8% 

Tennis  courts 

3.9% 

7.9% 

5.1% 

1.7%  41.0% 

14.0% 

26.4% 

Baseball  fields 

1.1% 

0.0% 

3.9% 

1.1%  50.6% 

15.2% 

28.1% 

Softball  fields 

1.7% 

0.6% 

5.6% 

0.6%  45.5% 

14.6% 

31.5% 

Wading  pools 

8.4% 

3.4% 

2.8% 

5.1%  29.2% 

21.9% 

29.2% 

Swimming  pools 

7.9% 

11.2% 

3.9% 

8.4%  34.3% 

10.1% 

24.2% 

Parks 

2.2% 

3.4% 

4.5% 

2.8%  62.9% 

6.7% 

17.4% 

Playgrounds 

2.8% 

2.8% 

3.4% 

3.9%  43.3% 

15.2% 

28.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

34.3% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

1.1%  6.7% 

26.4% 

30.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.3% 

1.7% 

0.6% 

2.8%  16.3% 

24.2% 

29.2% 

Golf  courses 

5.6% 

0.6% 

0.0% 

0.6%  29.8% 

30.3% 

33.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

24.2% 

0.6% 

1.1% 

2.2%  14.6% 

30.3% 

27.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  Nc 

>  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  97  (continued) 
Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

17.4% 

16.3% 

13.5% 

16.3% 

36.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.6% 

15.7% 

18.0% 

13.5% 

38.2% 

Tennis  courts 

28.1% 

12.4% 

11.2% 

12.4% 

36.0% 

Baseball  fields 

15.7% 

14.6% 

19.1% 

14.0% 

36.5% 

Softball  fields 

19.7% 

12.9% 

16.9% 

12.9% 

37.6% 

Wading  pools 

23.0% 

16.3% 

12.9% 

14.0% 

33.7% 

Swimming  pools 

45.5% 

10.1% 

10.1% 

9.6% 

24.7% 

Parks 

29.8% 

18.5% 

12.4% 

10.1% 

29.2% 

Playgrounds 

32.0% 

17.4% 

10.1% 

11.2% 

29.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

36.0% 

9.6% 

5.1% 

16.3% 

33.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.4% 

10.1% 

11.2% 

17.4% 

34.8% 

Golf  courses 

7.3% 

14.6% 

13.5% 

25.8% 

38.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

18.0% 

11.8% 

10.7% 

24.7% 

34.8% 

Individual  communities  within  this  population  category  have  been  treated  in  a  similar 
manner  on  the  following  pages.  They  are  represented  in  alphabetical  order  and  include  : 

1.  Anaconda 

2.  Glendive 

3.  Lewistown 

4.  Livingston 

5.  Miles  City 

Anaconda  (pop.  9,771) 


Nineteen  residences  and  thirty-two  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Anaconda. 

This  is  a  return  of  11.2%  and  represents  0.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty-three  (71.9%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits, 
eight  (25.0%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  one  (3.1%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-one  respondents  were  male  and 
eleven  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (279  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  baseball  fields  (59.4%)  and 
parks  (56.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (25.1%). 
Swimming  pools  (56.3%)  and  recreational  bikeways  (50.0%)  received  top  priority  for 
construction  or  renovation  while  basketball/volleyball  courts  and  softball  fields  (25.0%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Anaconda 
is  presented  in  Table  98.  S 
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TABLE  98 


PROFILE:  ANACONDA  (pop.  9,771) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Male.. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

4 

0 

4 

Within  city  limits 

23 

13-18 

4 

1 

5 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

8 

19-30 

2 

2 

4 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

31-54 

6 

5 

11 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

5 

3 

8 

Total 

21 

11 

32 

32 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July.. 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

4 

4 

2 

10 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

26 

31 

28 

85 

Tennis  courts 

47 

42 

45 

134 

Baseball  fields 

16 

20 

8 

44 

Softball  fields 

28 

32 

20 

80 

Wading  pools 

2 

6 

2 

10 

Swimming  pools 

20 

28 

16 

64 

Parks 

77 

97 

105 

279 

Playgrounds 

36 

51 

54 

141 

Recreational  bikeways 

21 

21 

23 

65 

Hiking-walking  trails 

21 

20 

20 

61 

Golf  courses 

18 

18 

13 

49 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

25 

2 

15 

42 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

21.9% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

28.1% 

15.6% 

31.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

9.4% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

6.3% 

50.0% 

9.4% 

21.9% 

Tennis  courts 

9.4% 

9.4% 

9.4% 

6.3% 

28.1% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

3.1% 

59.4% 

9.4% 

21.9% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

3.1% 

50.0% 

12.5% 

31.3% 

Wading  pools 

31.3% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

18.8% 

34.4% 

Swimming  pools 

21.9% 

3.1% 

6.3% 

3.1% 

25.0% 

9.4% 

31.3% 

Parks 

9.4% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

56.3% 

3.1% 

21.9% 

Playgrounds 

6.3% 

3.1% 

3.1% 

9.4% 

43.8% 

3.1% 

31.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

40.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

9.4% 

18.8% 

31.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

28.1% 

15.6% 

28.1% 

Golf  courses 

3.1% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

34.4% 

34.4% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

18.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

21.9% 

31.3% 

28.1% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  98  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

21.9% 

6.3% 

25.0% 

9.4% 

37.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

9.4% 

12.5% 

31.3% 

9.4% 

37.5% 

Tennis  courts 

34.4% 

6.3% 

18.8% 

6.3% 

34.4% 

Baseball  fields 

12.5% 

12.5% 

28.1% 

12.5% 

34.4% 

Softball  fields 

6.3% 

18.8% 

25.0% 

15.6% 

34.4% 

Wading  pools 

37.5% 

12.5% 

9.4% 

6.3% 

34.4% 

Swimming  pools 

56.3% 

6.3% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

34.4% 

Parks 

28.1% 

21.9% 

15.6% 

6.3% 

28.1% 

Playgrounds 

46.9% 

9.4% 

12.5% 

6.3% 

25.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

50.0% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

12.5% 

34.4% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

12.5% 

12.5% 

21.9% 

15.6% 

37.5% 

Golf  courses 

6.3% 

12.5% 

15.6% 

28.1% 

37.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

9.4% 

9.4% 

18.8% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

Glendive  (pop.  6,305) 


Fourteen  residences  and  thirty-three  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Glendive. 
This  is  a  return  of  12.7%  and  represents  0.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  ten  (30.3%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  nineteen  (57.6%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  four  (12.1%)  were  from  greater  than  four 
miles  of  the  city  limits.  Sixteen  respondents  were  male  and  seventeen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  swimming  pools  (217  visits)  and 
parks  (127  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were 
parks  (72.7%),  baseball  fields  (66.7%),  and  softball  fields  (63.6%).  Those  perceived  as 
being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (21.2%).  Swimming  pools  (54.5%) 
received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  softball  fields  (27.3%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Glendive  is 
presented  in  Table  99. 

TABLE  99 

PROFILE:  GLENDIVE  (pop.  6,305) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Male 

Female 

..Tfttal 

1-12 

2 

0 

2 

13-18 

1 

4 

5 

19-30 

2 

5 

7 

31-54 

6 

6 

12 

55+ 

5 

2 

7 

Residence 

Within  city  limits  10 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  19 

Greater  than  four  miles  4 

No  response  0 
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c 


Total 


16 


17 


33 


33 


TABLE  99  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2 

2 

4 

8 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

23 

14 

8 

45 

Tennis  courts 

20 

23 

17 

60 

Baseball  fields 

33 

20 

4 

57 

Softball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Wading  pools 

4 

6 

2 

12 

Swimming  pools 

70 

90 

57 

217 

Parks 

32 

51 

44 

127 

Playgrounds 

0 

6 

0 

6 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

2 

26 

28 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

3.0% 

12.1% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

45.5% 

15.2% 

21.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

3.0% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

54.5% 

18.2% 

21.2% 

Tennis  courts 

3.0% 

12.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

57.6% 

6.1% 

21.2% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

66.7% 

6.1% 

24.2% 

Softball  fields 

3.0% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

63.6% 

6.1% 

24.2% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.1% 

45.5% 

18.2% 

30.3% 

Swimming  pools 

3.0% 

21.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

48.5% 

6.1% 

21.2% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.1% 

0.0% 

72.7% 

9.1% 

12.1% 

Playgrounds 

6.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

51.5% 

12.1% 

30.3% 

Recreational  bikeways 

21.2% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

18.2% 

24.2% 

33.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

18.2% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

3.0% 

24.2% 

21.2% 

30.3% 

Golf  courses 

3.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

36.4% 

27.3% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

15.2% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

27.3% 

30.3% 

24.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

respon 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  99  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.1% 

15.2% 

18.2% 

30.3% 

24.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12.1% 

24.2% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

18.2% 

Tennis  courts 

21.2% 

15.2% 

15.2% 

24.2% 

24.2% 

Baseball  fields 

15.2% 

12.1% 

24.2% 

27.3% 

21.2% 

Softball  fields 

18.2% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

24.2% 

21.2% 

Wading  pools 

15.2% 

9.1% 

18.2% 

33.3% 

24.2% 

Swimming  pools 

54.5% 

6.1% 

6.1% 

24.2% 

9.1% 

Parks 

39.4% 

6.1% 

9.1% 

24.2% 

21.2% 

Playgrounds 

36.4% 

9.1% 

9.1% 

27.3% 

18.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.2% 

18.2% 

9.1% 

36.4% 

21.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

15.2% 

12.1% 

9.1% 

42.4% 

21.2% 

Golf  courses 

6.1% 

15.2% 

6.1% 

51.5% 

21.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

6.1% 

12.1% 

15.2% 

45.5% 

21.2% 

Lewistown  (pop.  6,437) 


Twenty-one  residences  and  thirty-eight  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from 
Lewistown.  This  is  a  return  of  19.1%  and  represents  0.6%  of  the  population  of  this 
community.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  thirty  (78.9%)  were  from  within  the  city 
limits,  and  six  (15.8%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eighteen 
respondents  were  male  and  twenty  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  softball  fields  (214  visits)  and 
parks  (155  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were 
parks  (60.5%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (21.1%). 
Recreational  bikeways  (89.5%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while 
swimming  pools  and  baseball  fields  (31.6%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A 
profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Lewistown  is  presented  in  Table  100. 

TABLE  100 

PROFILE:  LEWISTOWN  (pop.  6,437) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Male 

-Female 

Total. 

1-12 

0 

0 

0 

13-18 

0 

6 

6 

19-30 

3 

3 

6 

31-54 

5 

4 

9 

55+ 

10 

7 

17 

Residence 

Within  city  limits  30 

Four  miles  from  city  limits  2 

Greater  than  four  miles  6 

No  response  0 


Total  18  20  38  _1Q5_  38 


TABLE  100  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20 

40 

44 

104 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

8 

16 

Tennis  courts 

38 

30 

28 

96 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

73 

81 

60 

214 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

34 

43 

26 

103 

Parks 

46 

63 

46 

155 

Playgrounds 

4 

4 

2 

10 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0 

4 

2 

6 

Golf  courses 

4 

4 

8 

16 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

2 

2 

6 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D 

E_ 

F_ 

G_ 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2.6% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

5.3% 

26.3% 

31.6% 

31.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2.6% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

0.0% 

39.5% 

18.4% 

36.8% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

5.3% 

13.2% 

2.6% 

28.9% 

18.4% 

31.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

0.0% 

36.8% 

23.7% 

34.2% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

0.0% 

34.2% 

21.1% 

34.2% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

2.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

34.2% 

28.9% 

34.2% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

7.9% 

7.9% 

0.0% 

42.1% 

15.8% 

26.3% 

Parks 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.9% 

2.6% 

60.5% 

5.3% 

23.7% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.5% 

2.6% 

42.1% 

15.8% 

28.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

34.2% 

34.2% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

28.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

36.8% 

34.2% 

Golf  courses 

5.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

26.3% 

28.9% 

36.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

21.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

5.3% 

39.5% 

31.6% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t 

know 

-196 


TABLE  100  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

5.3% 

26.3% 

15.8% 

10.5% 

42.1% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2.6% 

15.8% 

28.9% 

10.5% 

42.1% 

Tennis  courts 

26.3% 

13.2% 

10.5% 

10.5% 

39.5% 

Baseball  fields 

13.2% 

10.5% 

31.6% 

10.5% 

34.2% 

Softball  fields 

26.3% 

5.3% 

18.4% 

10.5% 

39.5% 

Wading  pools 

7.9% 

7.9% 

28.9% 

13.2% 

42.1% 

Swimming  pools 

7.9% 

10.5% 

31.6% 

13.2% 

36.8% 

Parks 

15.8% 

18.4% 

21.1% 

13.2% 

31.6% 

Playgrounds 

10.5% 

21.1% 

15.8% 

13.2% 

39.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

39.5% 

13.2% 

2.6% 

13.2% 

31.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.3% 

13.2% 

13.2% 

13.2% 

34.2% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

15.8% 

23.7% 

15.8% 

44.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

18.4% 

7.9% 

13.2% 

23.7% 

36.8% 

Livingston  (pop.  6,883) 


Fourteen  residences  and  thirty-two  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Livingston. 
This  is  a  return  of  11.7%  and  represents  0.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty-eight  (87.5%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  and 
four  (12.5%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eighteen  respondents  were 
male  and  fourteen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (121  visits)  and  hiking¬ 
walking  trails  (102  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition 
were  parks  (62.5%),  playgrounds  (53.1%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory 
were  parks  (25.0%),  swimming  pools  (21.9%)  and  wading  pools  (21.8%).  Swimming 
pools,  parks  and  recreational  bikeways  (46.9%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or 
renovation,  while  golf  courses  (15.6%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile 
of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Livingston  is  presented  in  Table  101. 

TABLE  101 

PROFILE:  LIVINGSTON  (pop.  6,883) 


Description  of  Respondents 

* 

Age 

.Male- 

Female 

Total. 

Residence 

1-12 

l 

2 

3 

Within  city  limits 

28 

13-18 

l 

0 

1 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

4 

19-30 

5 

4 

9 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

5 

6 

11 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

6 

2 

8 

Total 

18 

14 

32 
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TABLE  101  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10 

2 

4 

16 

Tennis  courts 

6 

8 

10 

24 

Baseball  fields 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Softball  fields 

8 

8 

0 

16 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

8 

8 

8 

24 

Parks 

32 

24 

65 

121 

Playgrounds 

16 

12 

12 

40 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking- walking  trails 

32 

30 

40 

102 

Golf  courses 

20 

18 

18 

56 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

2 

2 

2 

6 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

28.1% 

34.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

9.4% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

15.6% 

34.4% 

Tennis  courts 

9.4% 

9.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

9.4% 

28.1% 

Baseball  fields 

6.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

40.6% 

12.5% 

34.4% 

Softball  fields 

6.3% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

37.5% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

Wading  pools 

12.5% 

3.1% 

3.1% 

15.6% 

31.3% 

12.5% 

21.9% 

Swimming  pools 

12.5% 

9.4% 

3.1% 

9.4% 

28.1% 

9.4% 

28.1% 

Parks 

0.0% 

15.6% 

3.1% 

6.3% 

62.5% 

0.0% 

12.5% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

6.3% 

3.1% 

3.1% 

53.1% 

6.3% 

28.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

6.3% 

9.4% 

31.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

21.9% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

34.4% 

6.3% 

31.3% 

Golf  courses 

12.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

25.0% 

37.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

43.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

6.3% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F. 

Don’t 

know 
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TABLE  101  (continued) 


Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Low 

No 

No 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

28.1% 

15.6% 

6.3% 

9.4% 

40.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

31.3% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

3.1% 

53.1% 

Tennis  courts 

34.4% 

15.6% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

Baseball  fields 

28.1% 

15.6% 

3.1% 

3.1% 

50.0% 

Softball  fields 

28.1% 

12.5% 

3.1% 

3.1% 

53.1% 

Wading  pools 

34.4% 

21.9% 

3.1% 

3.1% 

37.5% 

Swimming  pools 

46.9% 

18.8% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

Parks 

46.9% 

15.6% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

31.3% 

Playgrounds 

37.5% 

25.0% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

34.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

46.9% 

6.3% 

3.1% 

0.0% 

43.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

43.8% 

3.1% 

6.3% 

0.0% 

46.9% 

Golf  courses 

15.6% 

6.3% 

15.6% 

12.5% 

50.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

34.4% 

3.1% 

6.3% 

9.4% 

46.9% 

Miles  City  (pop.  9,023) 

Eighteen  residences  and  forty-three  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Miles  City. 
This  is  a  return  of  12.0%  and  represents  0.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  questionnaires  returned,  thirty- three  (76.7%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits, 
four  (9.3%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  six  (14.0%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-six  respondents  were  male  and 
seventeen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community  were  motorcycle  trail  areas  (319 
visits),  parks  (301  visits)  and  swimming  pools  (284  visits).  The  most  satisfactory 
facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (62.8%)  and  baseball  fields  (51.2%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (41.9%).  Swimming 
pools  (62.8%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  softball  fields 
(11.6%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Miles  City  is  presented  in  Table  102. 

TABLE  102 

PROFILE:  MILES  CITY  (pop.  9,023) 

Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Maie 

Female 

-latai 

Residence 

1-12 

4 

1 

5 

Within  city  limits 

33 

13-18 

5 

2 

7 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

4 

19-30 

6 

6 

12 

Greater  than  four  miles 

6 

31-54 

8 

6 

14 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

3 

2 

5 

Total 

26 

17 

43 

43 
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TABLE  102  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total  ! 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

21 

24 

30 

75 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Tennis  courts 

10 

4 

0 

14 

Baseball  fields 

26 

29 

21 

76 

Softball  fields 

14 

25 

20 

59 

Wading  pools 

8 

25 

14 

47 

Swimming  pools 

71 

124 

89 

284 

Parks 

80 

127 

94 

301 

Playgrounds 

22 

31 

32 

85 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Hiking-walking  trails 

24 

70 

64 

158 

Golf  courses 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

75 

119 

125 

319 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.9% 

0.0% 

2.3% 

0.0% 

20.9% 

32.6% 

23.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.0% 

0.0% 

2.3% 

2.3% 

23.3% 

25.6% 

32.6% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

4.7% 

23.% 

0.0% 

46.5% 

20.9% 

25.6% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.3% 

0.0% 

51.2% 

20.9% 

25.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

2.3% 

4.7% 

0.0% 

44.2% 

18.6% 

30.2% 

Wading  pools 

2.3% 

9.3% 

7.0% 

4.7% 

23.3% 

27.9% 

25.6% 

Swimming  pools 

4.7% 

14.0% 

2.3% 

25.6% 

27.9% 

9.3% 

16.3% 

Parks 

2.3% 

0.0% 

4.7% 

0.0% 

62.8% 

14.0% 

16.3% 

Playgrounds 

2.3% 

4.7% 

0.0% 

4.7% 

30.2% 

32.6% 

25.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

32.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.3% 

0.0% 

39.5% 

25.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

30.2% 

4.7% 

0.0% 

4.7% 

2.3% 

34.9% 

23.3% 

Golf  courses 

4.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

34.9% 

34.9% 

25. 6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

23.3% 

2.3% 

2.3% 

7.0% 

14.0% 

34.9% 

16.3% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 


200- 


TABLE  102  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


* 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

20.9% 

16.3% 

4.7% 

20.9% 

37.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

18.6% 

18.6% 

7.0% 

16.3% 

39.5% 

Tennis  courts 

25.6% 

11.6% 

7.0% 

18.6% 

37.2% 

Baseball  fields 

11.6% 

20.9% 

9.3% 

16.3% 

41.9% 

Softball  fields 

18.6% 

18.6% 

11.6% 

11.6% 

39.5% 

Wading  pools 

23.3% 

27.9% 

4.7% 

14.0% 

30.2% 

Swimming  pools 

62.8% 

9.3% 

4.7% 

9.3% 

14.0% 

Parks 

23.3% 

27.9% 

9.3% 

7.0% 

32.6% 

Playgrounds 

32.6% 

20.9% 

9.3% 

9.3% 

27.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

30.2% 

9.3% 

7.0% 

18.6% 

34.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

32.6% 

9.3% 

7.0% 

16.3% 

34.9% 

Golf  courses 

9.3% 

20.9% 

7.0% 

23.3% 

39.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

20.9% 

23.3% 

2.3% 

20.9% 

32.6% 

COMMUNITIES  OF  10,001  -  20,000  POPULATION 

Eighty-three  residences  and  one  hundred  and  seventy  residents  from  three  communities 
responded  to  the  survey  from  this  population  category  representing  a  return  of  15.7%.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  one  hundred  and  twenty  (70.6%)  were  from  within  the  city 
limits,  thirty-three  (19.4%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  seventeen 
(10.0%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Eighty-eight  respondents 
were  male  and  eighty-two  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community  were  parks  (995  visits),  tennis 
courts  (453  visits),  playgrounds  (340  visits),  and  swimming  pools  (319  visits).  Least 
used  facilities  included  wading  pools  (6  visits),  basketball/volleyball  courts  (77  visits) 
and  recreational  bikeways  (85  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of 
general  condition  were  parks  (50.6%),  softball  fields  (30.6%)  and  baseball  fields  (30.0%). 
Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  and  swimming  pools. 
Swimming  pools  (54.7%),  parks  (42.9%)  and  playgrounds  (40.6%)  received  top  priority 
for  construction  or  renovation.  Baseball  fields  and  golf  courses  (22.9%)  headed  the 
list  of  no  priority  items.  A  summary  of  this  data  is  presented  in  Table  103. 
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TABLE  103 


PROFILE:  COMMUNITIES  OF  10,001  -  20,000  POPULATION  (N=3) 


Description 


Age 

Male 

.Jemale 

XqM 

1-12 

5 

14 

19 

13-18 

8 

8 

16 

19-30 

24 

18 

42 

31-54 

31 

25 

56 

55+ 

20 

17 

37 

Total 

88 

82 

170 

of  Respondents 


Residence 

Within  city  limits 

120 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

33 

Greater  than  four  miles 

17 

No  response 

0 

170 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

26 

35 

16 

77 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

109 

98 

68 

275 

Tennis  courts 

126 

185 

142 

453 

Baseball  fields 

77 

52 

8 

137 

Softball  fields 

63 

58 

22 

143 

Wading  pools 

2 

4 

0 

6 

Swimming  pools 

117 

128 

74 

319 

Parks 

313 

363 

319 

995 

Playgrounds 

115 

130 

95 

340 

Recreational  bikeways 

39 

24 

22 

85 

Hiking-walking  trails 

34 

62 

79 

175 

Golf  courses 

87 

94 

92 

273 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

73 

70 

48  . 

191 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

8.2% 

1.2% 

1.2% 

4.1% 

17.1% 

31.8% 

36.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

4.7% 

1.8% 

1.2% 

2.9% 

22.4% 

29.4% 

37.6% 

Tennis  courts 

1.2% 

10.6% 

10.6% 

4.1% 

17.1% 

24.1% 

32.4% 

Baseball  fields 

1.2% 

2.4% 

1.8% 

0.6% 

30.0% 

27.6% 

36.5% 

Softball  fields 

0.6% 

2.4% 

2.9% 

1.2% 

30.6% 

25.9% 

36.5% 

Wading  pools 

19.4% 

4.1% 

0.0% 

2.4% 

8.2% 

29.4% 

36.5% 

Swimming  pools 

14.7% 

15.9% 

1.8% 

4.1% 

14.1% 

21.8% 

27.1% 

Parks 

0.0% 

6.5% 

4.1% 

4.1% 

50.6% 

11.8% 

22.9% 

Playgrounds 

0.6% 

2.4% 

2.9% 

7.1% 

29.4% 

23.5% 

34.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

24.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.3% 

2.9% 

31.8% 

35.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

12.9% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

2.4% 

21.2% 

30.6% 

32.4% 

Golf  courses 

4.1% 

3.5% 

0.0% 

1.8% 

20.6% 

33.5% 

36.5% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

7.6% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

2.9% 

13.5% 

38.8% 

36.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  103  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

18.8% 

23.5% 

12.9% 

17.1% 

27.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.1% 

24.7% 

14.7% 

16.5% 

30.0% 

Tennis  courts 

31.2% 

23.5% 

9.4% 

14.7% 

21.2% 

Baseball  fields 

11.2% 

21.8% 

22.9% 

15.3% 

28.8% 

Softball  fields 

13.5% 

23.5% 

20.0% 

14.7% 

28.2% 

Wading  pools 

27.1% 

22.4% 

11.8% 

12.4% 

26.5% 

Swimming  pools 

54.7% 

11.2% 

11.8% 

5.3% 

17.1% 

Parks 

42.9% 

17.6% 

10.6% 

2.9% 

25.9% 

Playgrounds 

40.6% 

20.6% 

10.0% 

4.7% 

24.1% 

Recreational  bikeways 

39.4% 

14.1% 

7.6% 

14.7% 

24.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

24.1% 

22.4% 

10.0% 

17.6% 

25.9% 

Golf  courses 

8.2% 

15.9% 

22.9% 

24. 7% 

27.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8.8% 

12.4% 

22.4% 

28.8% 

27.1% 

Individual  communities  within  this  population  category  have  been  treated  in  a  similar 
manner  on  the  following  pages.  They  are  presented  in  alphabetical  order  and  include: 

1.  Bozeman 

2.  Havre 

3.  Kalispell 

Bozeman  (pop.  18,670) 


Thirty-nine  residences  and  eighty-two  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Bozeman. 
This  is  a  return  of  15.6%  and  represents  0.4%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  seventy- two  (87.8%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  seven 
(8.5%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  three  (3.7%)  were  from  greater 
than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Forty-three  respondents  were  male  and  thirty-nine  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (570  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (42.7%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (25.6%).  Swimming  pools  (61.0%)  received 
top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  baseball  fields  and  motorcycle  trail  areas 
(20.7%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of 
Bozeman  is  presented  in  Table  104. 
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TABLE  104 


PROFILE:  BOZEMAN  (pop.  18,670) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

Total. 

Residence 

1-12 

4 

7 

11 

Within  city  limits 

72 

13-18 

3 

3 

6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

7 

19-30 

14 

11 

25 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

13 

14 

27 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

9 

4 

13 

Total 

43 

39 

82 

82 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16 

25 

8 

49 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

95 

74 

42 

211 

Tennis  courts 

92 

121 

116 

329 

Baseball  fields 

59 

42 

6 

107 

Softball  fields 

49 

50 

14 

113 

Wading  pools 

0 

4 

0 

4 

Swimming  pools 

37 

32 

42 

111 

Parks 

182 

194 

194 

570 

Playgrounds 

105 

120 

95 

320 

Recreational  bikeways 

29 

18 

12 

59 

Hiking-walking  trails 

20 

42 

59 

121 

Golf  courses 

60 

60 

56 

176 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

38 

45 

26 

109 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

7.3% 

2.4% 

0.0% 

4.9% 

9.8% 

36.6% 

39.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

1.2% 

2.4% 

1.2% 

1.2% 

20.7% 

34.1% 

39.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

13.4% 

9.8% 

2.4% 

14.6% 

28.0% 

31.7% 

Baseball  fields 

1.2% 

4.9% 

2.4% 

0.0% 

24.4% 

29.3% 

37.8% 

Softball  fields 

1.2% 

4.9% 

4.9% 

0.0% 

19.5% 

30.5% 

39.0% 

Wading  pools 

20.7% 

1.2% 

0.0% 

1.2% 

4.9% 

30.5% 

41.5% 

Swimming  pools 

17.1% 

9.8% 

3.7% 

6.1% 

9.8% 

24.4% 

28.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

6.1% 

3.7% 

3.7% 

42.7% 

14.6% 

29.3% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

2.4% 

2.4% 

8.5% 

23.2% 

22.0% 

42.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.3% 

3.7% 

25.6% 

37.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

11.0% 

0.0% 

1.2% 

2.4% 

24.4% 

28.0% 

32.9% 

Golf  courses 

4.9% 

3.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

19.5% 

35.4% 

36.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8.5% 

0.0% 

1.2% 

3.7% 

12.2% 

36.6% 

37.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

g.  : 

No  respor 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  _204!L  Don’t  know 


TABLE  104  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

18.3% 

26.8% 

11.0% 

19.5% 

24.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.6% 

28.0% 

12.2% 

19.5% 

25.6% 

Tennis  courts 

39.0% 

18.3% 

7.3% 

20.7% 

14.6% 

Baseball  fields 

15.9% 

18.3% 

20.7% 

18.3% 

26.8% 

Softball  fields 

19.5% 

19.5% 

17.1% 

17.1% 

26.8% 

Wading  pools 

25.6% 

25.6% 

7.3% 

15.9% 

25.6% 

Swimming  pools 

61.0% 

11.0% 

4.9% 

6.1% 

17.1% 

Parks 

48.8% 

14.6% 

8.5% 

4.9% 

23.2% 

Playgrounds 

45.1% 

18.3% 

8.5% 

4.9% 

23.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

51.2% 

13.4% 

3.7  % 

14.6% 

17.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

30.5% 

23.2% 

8.5% 

14.6% 

23.2% 

Golf  courses 

9.8% 

22.0% 

17.1% 

23.2% 

26.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

12.2% 

13.4% 

20.7% 

28.0% 

24.4% 

Havre  (pop.  10,558) 

Twenty-four  residences  and  forty-nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Havre. 
This  is  a  return  of  17.1%  and  represents  0.5%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  twenty-nine  (59.2%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  seven 
(14.3%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  thirteen  (26.5%)  were  from 
greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-four  respondents  were  male  and 
twenty-five  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (237  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (61.2%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (34.6%).  Swimming  pools  (71.4%) 
received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  baseball  fields  (32.7%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Havre  is 
presented  in  Table  105. 

TABLE  105 

PROFILE:  HAVRE  (pop.  10,558) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

-Male.. 

Female 

Iftfrfll 

Residence 

1-12 

0 

5 

5 

Within  city  limits 

29 

13-18 

5 

5 

10 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

7 

19-30 

4 

3 

7 

Greater  than  four  miles 

13 

31-54 

12 

8 

20 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

3 

4 

7 

Total 


24 


25 
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TABLE  105  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

10 

8 

8 

26 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

12 

10 

16 

38 

Tennis  courts 

30 

60 

24 

114 

Baseball  fields 

10 

2 

2 

14 

Softball  fields 

10 

4 

4 

18 

Wading  pools 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Swimming  pools 

70 

90 

28 

188 

Parks 

67 

101 

69 

237 

Playgrounds 

4 

4 

0 

8 

Recreational  bikeways 

8 

4 

8 

20 

Hiking-walking  trails 

4 

4 

6 

14 

Golf  courses 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

35 

25 

22 

82 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A_ 

B 

» 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16.3% 

0.0% 

4.1% 

2.0% 

24.5% 

28.6% 

24.5% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

14.3% 

2.0% 

2.0% 

2.0% 

24.5% 

26.5% 

28.6% 

Tennis  courts 

4.1% 

12.2% 

16.3% 

6.1% 

16.3% 

18.4% 

26.5% 

Baseball  fields 

2.0% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

0.0% 

40.8% 

26.5% 

28.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

0.0% 

49.0% 

20.4% 

28.6% 

Wading  pools 

32.7% 

4.1% 

0.0% 

6.1% 

2.0% 

26.5% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

22.4% 

24.5% 

0.0% 

4.1% 

14.3% 

16.3% 

18.4% 

Parks 

0.0% 

4.1% 

4.1% 

6.1% 

61.2% 

12.2% 

12.2% 

Playgrounds 

2.0% 

2.0% 

0.0% 

8.2% 

42.9% 

24.5% 

20.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

40.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

0.0% 

32.7% 

24.5% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

12.2% 

30.6% 

28.6% 

Golf  courses 

6.1% 

6.1% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

22.4% 

34.7% 

28.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

12.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.1% 

18.4% 

38.8% 

26.5% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  105  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

22.4% 

20.4% 

16.3% 

18.4% 

22.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

16.3% 

26.5% 

16.3% 

16.3% 

24.5% 

Tennis  courts 

30.6% 

32.7% 

8.2% 

8.2% 

20.4% 

Baseball  fields 

4.1% 

22.4% 

32.7% 

16.3% 

24.5% 

Softball  fields 

4.1% 

28.6% 

26.5% 

16.3% 

24.5% 

Wading  pools 

34.7% 

22.4% 

10.2% 

10.2% 

22.4% 

Swimming  pools 

71.4% 

4.1% 

12.2% 

2.0% 

10.2% 

Parks 

38.8% 

28.6% 

12.2% 

0.0% 

20.4% 

Playgrounds 

32.7% 

32.7% 

8.2% 

6.1% 

20.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

38.8% 

16.3% 

10.2% 

12.2% 

22.4% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

24.5% 

26.5% 

8.2% 

20.4% 

20.4% 

Golf  courses 

8.2% 

12.2% 

26.5% 

30.6% 

22.4% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

6.1% 

16.3% 

24.5% 

30.6% 

22.4% 

Kalispell  (pop.  10,526) 


Twenty  residences  and  thirty-nine  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Kalispell. 
This  is  a  return  of  14.3%  and  represents  0.4%  of  the  population  of  this  community. 

Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  nineteen  (48.7%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits, 
nineteen  (48.7%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  one  (2.6%)  was 
from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Twenty-one  respondents  were  male 
and  eighteen  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (188  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  also  were  parks  (53.8%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  parks  (21.0%).  Playgrounds  (41.0%) 
received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  golf  courses  (30.8%)  headed 
the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Kalispell  is 
presented  in  Table  106. 

TABLE  106 


PROFILE:  KALISPELL  (pop.  10,526) 


Description  of  Respondents 

Age 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

2 

3 

Within  city  limits 

19 

13-18 

0 

0 

0 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

19 

19-30 

6 

4 

10 

Greater  than  four  miles 

1 

31-54 

6 

3 

9 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

8 

9 

17 

Total  21  18  39  -207- 
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TABLE  106  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0 

2 

0 

2 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

2 

14 

10 

26 

Tennis  courts 

4 

4 

2 

10 

Baseball  fields 

8 

8 

0 

16 

Softball  fields 

4 

4 

4 

12 

Wading  pools 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Swimming  pools 

10 

6 

4 

20 

Parks 

64 

68 

56 

188 

Playgrounds 

6 

6 

0 

12 

Recreational  bikeways 

2 

2 

2 

6 

Hiking-walking  trails 

10 

16 

14 

40 

Golf  courses 

27 

34 

36 

97 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0 

0 

0 

0 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.1% 

23.1% 

25.6% 

46.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.7% 

23.1% 

23.1% 

46.2% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

2.6% 

5.1% 

5.1% 

23.1% 

23.1% 

41.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

28.2% 

25.6% 

43.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.1% 

30.8% 

23.1% 

41.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0% 

10.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

30.8% 

35.9% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

17.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.1% 

23.1% 

35.9% 

Parks 

0.0% 

10.3% 

5.1% 

2.6% 

53.8% 

5.1% 

23.1% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

2.6% 

7.7% 

2.6% 

25.6% 

25.6% 

35.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

2.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.1% 

5.1% 

43.6% 

43.6% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

25.6% 

35.9% 

35.9% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

5.1% 

20.5% 

28.2% 

46.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

10.3% 

43.6% 

46.2% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 


A.  Not  available 

B.  Too  crowded 


C.  Needs  repair 

D.  Unsatisfactory 


E.  Satisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 


G.  No  response 
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TABLE  106  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

15.4% 

20.5% 

12.8% 

10.3% 

41.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

10.3% 

15.4% 

17.9% 

10.3% 

46.2% 

Tennis  courts 

15.4% 

23.1% 

15.4% 

10.3% 

35.9% 

Baseball  fields 

10.3% 

28.2% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

38.5% 

Softball  fields 

12.8% 

25.6% 

17.9% 

7.7% 

35.9% 

Wading  pools 

20.5% 

15.4% 

23.1% 

7.7% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

20.5% 

20.5% 

25.6% 

7.7% 

25.6% 

Parks 

35.9% 

10.3% 

12.8% 

2.6% 

38.5% 

Playgrounds 

41.0% 

10.3% 

15.4% 

2.6% 

30.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

15.4% 

12.8% 

12.8% 

17.9% 

41.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

10.3% 

15.4% 

15.4% 

20.5% 

38.5% 

Golf  courses 

5.1% 

7.7% 

30.8% 

20.5% 

35.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

5.1% 

5.1% 

23.1% 

28.2% 

38.5% 

COMMUNITIES  OF  20,001  -  50,000  POPULATION 

One  hundred  and  four  residences  and  one  hundred  and  ninety-two  residents  from 
three  communities  responded  to  the  survey  from  this  population  category,  representing 
a  return  of  13.7%.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  (68.2%) 
were  from  within  the  city  limits,  fifty-one  (27.0%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the 
city  limits,  and  ten  (4.8%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  One 
hundred  and  eleven  respondents  were  males  and  eighty-one  were  females. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community  were  parks  (1,096  visits),  golf 
courses  (579  visits),  hiking- walking  trails  (573  visits)  and  swimming  pools  (560  visits). 

Least  used  facilities  include  baseball  fields  (80  visits),  wading  pools  (83  visits)  and 
basketball/volleyball  courts  (189  visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of 
general  condition  were  parks  (41.1%),  opensp ace/athletic  fields  (31.8%),  hiking- walking 
trails  (30.7%)  and  baseball  fields  (28.6%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory 
were  tennis  courts  (28.7%).  Parks  (51.6%),  recreational  bikeways  (45.8%)  and  playgrounds 
(43.8%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation.  Motorcycle  trail  areas 
(21.9%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  is  presented  in 
Table  107. 
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TABLE  107 


PROFILE:  COMMUNITIES  OF  20,001  -  50,000  POPULATION  (N=3) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age  Male  Female 

.Total. 

Residence 

1-12  10 

5 

15 

Within  city  limits 

131 

13-18  8 

10 

18 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

51 

19-30  30 

25 

55 

Greater  than  four  miles 

10 

31-54  38 

27 

65 

No  response 

0 

55+  25 

14 

39 

Total  111 

81 

192 

192 

Frequency  of  Use 

Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

62 

56 

71 

189 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

169 

179 

177 

525 

Tennis  courts 

188 

152 

126 

466 

Baseball  fields 

27 

35 

18 

80 

Softball  fields 

149 

163 

107 

419 

Wading  pools 

14 

36 

33 

83 

Swimming  pools 

174 

214 

172 

560 

Parks 

327 

388 

381 

1096 

Playgrounds 

175 

173 

182 

530 

Recreational  bikeways 

184 

167 

133 

484 

Hiking- walking  trails 

173 

189 

211 

573 

Golf  courses 

181 

204 

194 

579 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

98 

129 

175 

402 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D  E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

5.7% 

6.8% 

3.1% 

2.6%  15.6% 

29.2% 

37.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.5% 

4.2% 

2.6% 

3.1%  31.8% 

21.4% 

36.5% 

Tennis  courts 

2.1% 

25.0% 

2.6% 

2.1%  10.4% 

22.9% 

34.9% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

3.6% 

1.0% 

1.6%  28.6% 

25.5% 

39.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

3.6% 

4.7% 

3.6%  23.4% 

26.6% 

38.0% 

Wading  pools 

3.6% 

7.8% 

1.0% 

3.6%  16.1% 

29.7% 

38.0% 

Swimming  pools 

1.6% 

20.3% 

0.5% 

2.6%  25.0% 

19.8% 

30.2% 

Parks 

1.0% 

7.8% 

3.6% 

4.7%  41.1% 

14.6% 

27.1% 

Playgrounds 

0.5% 

5:2% 

3.6% 

4.2%  26.0% 

25.0% 

35.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

23.4% 

1.6% 

1.0% 

8.3%  3.1% 

27.1% 

35.4% 

Hiking- walking  trails 

8.3% 

1.6% 

4.7% 

5.7%  30.7% 

22.4% 

26.6% 

Golf  courses 

0.5% 

8.3% 

3.1% 

1.6%  17.2% 

33.3% 

35.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

7.3% 

0.5% 

2.1% 

5.7%  14.1% 

35.9% 

34.4% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G. 

No  response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t  know 
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TABLE  107  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

21.4% 

25.5% 

7.8% 

16.7% 

28.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

25.0% 

23.4% 

11.5% 

12.5% 

27.6% 

Tennis  courts 

40.1% 

18.8% 

2.1% 

14.6% 

24.5% 

Baseball  fields 

15.6% 

27.1% 

12.0% 

16.7% 

28.6% 

Softball  fields 

18.8% 

27.6% 

8.3% 

16.1% 

29.2% 

Wading  pools 

24.0% 

17.7% 

10.4% 

19.3% 

28.6% 

Swimming  pools 

35.4% 

15.6% 

15.6% 

8.9% 

24.5% 

Parks 

51.6% 

13.5% 

6.8% 

5.7% 

22.4% 

Playgrounds 

43.8% 

15.6% 

7.8% 

8.9% 

24.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

45.8% 

17.2% 

5.2% 

10.9% 

20.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

40.1% 

16.7% 

8.9% 

9.9% 

24.5% 

Golf  courses 

15.1% 

23.4% 

15.1% 

17.7% 

28.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

15.1% 

15.1% 

21.9% 

21.4% 

26.0% 

Individual  communities  within  this  population  category  have  been  treated  in  a 
similar  manner  on  the  following  pages.  They  are  presented  in  alphabetical  order  and 
include: 

1.  Butte 

2.  Helena 

3.  Missoula 

Butte  (pop.  23,368) 


Twenty-five  residences  and  fifty  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Butte.  This 
is  a  return  of  10.4%  and  represents  0.2%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  twenty-nine  (58%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  eighteen  (36%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  three  (6%)  were  from  greater  than  four 
miles  of  the  city  limits.  Thirty  respondents  were  male  and  twenty  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  tennis  courts  and  golf  courses  (186 
visits).  The  most  satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  baseball  fields 
and  swimming  pools  (28%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis 
courts  (28%).  Parks  (58%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while 
swimming  pools  (22%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for 
the  community  of  Butte  is  presented  in  Table  108. 
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TABLE  108 


PROFILE:  BUTTE  (pop.  23,368) 


Description  of  Respondents 

Age 

Male 

Female 

-Total. 

Residence 

1-12 

4 

0 

4 

Within  city  limits 

29 

13-18 

1 

2 

3 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

18 

19-30 

9 

9 

18 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

6 

6 

12 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

10 

3 

13 

Total 

30 

20 

50 

50 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

8 

10 

17 

35 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

32 

47 

37 

116 

Tennis  courts 

66 

61 

59 

186 

Baseball  fields 

2 

4 

4 

10 

Softball  fields 

63 

76 

39 

178 

Wading  pools 

2 

0 

0 

2 

Swimming  pools 

42 

60 

46 

148 

Parks 

38 

58 

38 

134 

Playgrounds 

10 

10 

8 

28 

Recreational  bikeways 

24 

23 

15 

62 

Hiking-walking  trails 

36 

42 

32 

110 

Golf  courses 

66 

60 

60 

186 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

4 

2 

2 

8 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

16.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

2.0% 

4.0% 

28.0% 

42.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0% 

6.0% 

10.0% 

6.0% 

16.0% 

16.0% 

46.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

18.0% 

6.0% 

4.0% 

8.0% 

20.0% 

44.0% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

2.0% 

28.0% 

20.0% 

46.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

0.0% 

8.0% 

4.0% 

22.0% 

20.0% 

46.0% 

Wading  pools 

4.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

18.0% 

28.0% 

44.0% 

Swimming  pools 

0.0% 

22.0% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

28.0% 

14.0% 

34.0% 

Parks 

0.0% 

8.0% 

8.0% 

10.0% 

22.0% 

18.0% 

34.0% 

Playgrounds 

0.0% 

8.0% 

2.0% 

4.0% 

18.0% 

24.0% 

44.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

28.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

24.0% 

40.0% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

14.0% 

0.0% 

6.0% 

4.0% 

26.0% 

20.0% 

30.0% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

36.0% 

46.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8.0% 

0.0% 

6.0% 

6.0% 

8.0% 

30.0% 

42.0% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

respon 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  108  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

32.0% 

16.0% 

4.0% 

14.0% 

34.0% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

28.0% 

24.0% 

4.0% 

14.0% 

30.0% 

Tennis  courts 

36.0% 

22.0% 

0.0% 

16.0% 

26.0% 

Baseball  fields 

14.0% 

30.0% 

10.0% 

10.0% 

36.0% 

Softball  fields 

20.0% 

26.0% 

6.0% 

12.0% 

36.0% 

Wading  pools 

14.0% 

18.0% 

12.0% 

18.0% 

38.0% 

Swimming  pools 

28.0% 

18.0% 

22.0% 

8.0% 

24.0% 

Parks 

58.0% 

12.0% 

6.0% 

2.0% 

22.0% 

Playgrounds 

44.0% 

14.0% 

14.0% 

6.0% 

22.0% 

Recreational  bikeways 

36.0% 

20.0% 

8.0% 

18.0% 

18.0%  „ 

Hiking-walking  trails 

36.0% 

16.0% 

8.0% 

14.0% 

26.0% 

Golf  courses 

12.0% 

24.0% 

10.0% 

22.0% 

32.0% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

10.0% 

14.0% 

20.0% 

28.0% 

28.0% 

Helena  (pop.  22,730) 


Forty  residences  and  sixty-six  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Helena.  This 
is  a  return  of  17.4%  and  represents  0.3%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of  the 
returned  questionnaires,  fifty-nine  (89.4%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  three  (4.5%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  four  (6.1%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Thirty-seven  respondents  were  male  and  twenty-nine  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (402  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (50%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (33.3%).  Parks  (48.5%)  and  recreational 
bikeways  (47%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation  while  motorcycle 
trail  areas  (27.3%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the 
community  of  Helena  is  presented  in  Table  109. 

TABLE  109 

PROFILE:  HELENA  (pop.  22,730) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male 

Female 

-To.tal 

Residence 

1-12 

5 

3 

8 

Within  city  limits 

59 

13-18 

1 

3 

4 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

3 

19-30 

12 

9 

21 

Greater  than  four  miles 

4 

31-54 

12 

8 

20 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

7 

6 

13 

Total  37  29  66 
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TABLE  109  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

26 

26 

26 

78 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

24 

20 

22 

66 

Tennis  courts 

50 

36 

34 

120 

Baseball  fields 

25 

27 

10 

62 

Softball  fields 

53 

56 

35 

144 

Wading  pools 

10 

32 

25 

67 

Swimming  pools 

43 

63 

55 

161 

Parks 

127 

144 

131 

402 

Playgrounds 

71 

67 

73 

211 

Recreational  bikeways 

0 

0 

2 

2 

Hiking- walking  trails 

30 

46 

52 

128 

Golf  courses 

40 

47 

46 

133 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14 

22 

33 

69 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

1.5% 

7.6% 

3.0% 

3.0% 

19.7% 

33.3% 

31.8% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

1.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.5% 

34.8% 

27.3% 

31.8% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0% 

30.3% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

12.1% 

25.8% 

28.8% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

28.8% 

27.3% 

37.9% 

Softball  fields 

0.0% 

1.5% 

6.1% 

6.1% 

21.2% 

31.8% 

33.3% 

Wading  pools 

3.0% 

9.1% 

0.0% 

4.5% 

16.7% 

33.3% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

3.0% 

4.5% 

1.5% 

4.5% 

30.3% 

27.3% 

28.8% 

Parks 

3.0% 

4.5% 

4.5% 

4.5% 

50.0% 

16.7% 

16.7% 

Playgrounds 

1.5% 

1.5% 

1.5% 

1.5% 

28.8% 

33.3% 

31.8% 

Recreational  bikeways 

27.3% 

1.5% 

0.0% 

1.5% 

1.5% 

33.3% 

34.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

12.1% 

0.0% 

4.5% 

1.5% 

25.8% 

31.8% 

24.2% 

Golf  courses 

1.5% 

9.1% 

1.5% 

1.5% 

18.2% 

36.4% 

31.8% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

4.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1.5% 

13.6% 

45.5% 

34.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as 

;  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E. 

Satisfactory 

G.  No 

response 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory  F. 

Don’t 

know 
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TABLE  109  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

18.2% 

33.3% 

10.6% 

15.2% 

22.7% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

22.7% 

25.8% 

15.2% 

12.1% 

24.2% 

Tennis  courts 

42.4% 

21.2% 

1.5% 

12.1% 

22.7% 

Baseball  fields 

15.2% 

25.8% 

19.7% 

16.7% 

22.7% 

Softball  fields 

22.7% 

27.3% 

12.1% 

16.7% 

21.2% 

Wading  pools 

28.8% 

24.2% 

9.1% 

16.7% 

21.2% 

Swimming  pools 

28.8% 

22.7% 

16.7% 

10.6% 

21.2% 

Parks 

48.5% 

16.7% 

7.6% 

7.6% 

19.7% 

Playgrounds 

39.4% 

21.2% 

7.6% 

10.6% 

21.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

47.0% 

18.2% 

4.5% 

7.6% 

22.7% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

42.4% 

15.2% 

12.1% 

6.1% 

24.2% 

Golf  courses 

16.7% 

19.7% 

24.2% 

16.7% 

22.7% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

16.7% 

13.6% 

27.3% 

18.2% 

24.2% 

Missoula  (pop.  29,497) 

Thirty-nine  residences  and  seventy-six  residents  responded  to  the  survey  from  Missoula. 

This  is  a  return  of  13.5%  and  represents  0.3%  of  the  population  of  this  community.  Of 
the  returned  questionnaires,  forty- three  (56.6%)  were  from  within  the  city  limits,  thirty  (39.5%) 
were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  three  (3.9%)  were  from  greater  than 
four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Forty-four  respondents  were  male  and  thirty-two  were 
female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (560  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  also  were  parks  (46.1%).  Those 
perceived  as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  swimming  pools  (34.2%).  Recreational 
bikeways  (51.3%)  and  parks  (50%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation 
while  motorcycle  trail  areas  (18.4%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile 
of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Missoula  is  presented  in  Table  110. 

TABLE  110 

PROFILE:  MISSOULA  (pop.  29,497) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Male. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

1 

2 

3 

Within  city  limits 

43 

13-18 

6 

5 

11 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

30 

19-30 

9 

7 

16 

Greater  than  four  miles 

3 

31-54 

20 

13 

33 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

8 

5 

13 

Total 

44 

32 

76 

76 
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TABLE  110  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

28 

20 

28 

76 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

113 

112 

118 

343 

Tennis  courts 

72 

55 

33 

160 

Baseball  fields 

0 

4 

4 

8 

Softball  fields 

33 

31 

33 

97 

Wading  pools 

2 

4 

8 

14 

Swimming  pools 

89 

91 

71 

251 

Parks 

162 

186 

212 

560 

Playgrounds 

94 

96 

101 

291 

Recreational  bikeways 

160 

144 

116 

420 

Hiking-walking  trails 

107 

101 

127 

335 

Golf  courses 

75 

97 

88 

260 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

80 

105 

140 

325 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A  B 

C 

D  E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

2.6%  7.9% 

2.6% 

2.6%  19.7% 

26.3% 

38.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

0.0%  6.6% 

0.0% 

0.0%  39.5% 

19.7% 

34.2% 

Tennis  courts 

5.3%  25.0% 

0.0% 

2.6%  10.5% 

22.4% 

34.2% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0%  6.6% 

0.0% 

0.0%  28.9% 

27.6% 

36.8% 

Softball  fields 

0.0%  7.9% 

1.3% 

1.3%  26.3% 

26.3% 

36.8% 

Wading  pools 

3.9%  9.2% 

2.6% 

3.9%  14.5% 

27.6% 

38.2% 

Swimming  pools 

1.3%  32.9% 

0.0% 

1.3%  18.4% 

17.1% 

28.9% 

Parks 

0.0%  10.5% 

0.0% 

1.3%  46.1% 

10.5% 

31.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0%  6.6% 

6.6% 

6.6%  28.9% 

18.4% 

32.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

17.1%  2.6% 

2.6% 

17.1%  1  3.9% 

23.7% 

32.9% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

1.3%  3.9% 

3.9% 

10.5%  38.2% 

15.8% 

26.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.0%  10.5% 

3.9% 

2.6%  21.1% 

28.9% 

32.9% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

9.2%  1.3% 

1.3% 

9.2%  18.4% 

31.6% 

28.9% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A.  Not  available 

C.  Needs  repair 

E.  Satisfactory 

G.  No 

respons 

B.  Too  crowded 

D.  Unsatisfactory 

F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  110  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

17.1% 

25.0% 

7.9% 

19.7% 

30.3% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

25.0% 

21.1% 

13.2% 

11.8% 

28.9% 

Tennis  courts 

40.8% 

14.5% 

3.9% 

15.8% 

25.0% 

Baseball  fields 

17.1% 

26.3% 

6.6% 

21.1% 

28.9% 

Softball  fields 

14.5% 

28.9% 

6.6% 

18.4% 

31.6% 

Wading  pools 

26.3% 

11.8% 

10.5% 

22.4% 

28.9% 

Swimming  pools 

46.1% 

7.9% 

10.5% 

7.9% 

27.6% 

Parks 

50.0% 

11.8% 

6.6% 

6.6% 

25.0% 

Playgrounds 

47.4% 

11.8% 

3.9% 

9.2% 

27.6% 

Recreational  bikeways 

51.3% 

14.5% 

3.9% 

9.2% 

21.1% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

40.8% 

18.4% 

6.6% 

10.5% 

23.7% 

Golf  courses 

15.8% 

26.3% 

10.5% 

15.8% 

30.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

17.1% 

17.1%  , 

18.4% 

19.7% 

26.3% 

COMMUNITIES  OF  50,000+  POPULATION 

One  hundred  and  twenty-five  residences  and  two  hundred  and  forty-two  residents 
responded  to  the  survey  from  two  cities  in  this  population  category,  representing  a  return 
of  15.1%.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  two  hundred  and  six  (85.2%)  were  from  within 
the  city  limits,  thirty-four  (14%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and  two 
(0.8%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  One  hundred  and  twenty- 
nine  respondents  were  males  and  one  hundred  and  thirteen  were  females. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  size  community  were  parks  (1,600  visits),  swimming 
pools  (797  visits),  and  playgrounds  (572  visits).  Leasfc  used  facilities  included  recreational 
bikeways  (76  visits)  and  basketball/volleyball  courts  (128  visits).  The  most  satisfactory 
facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (49.6%),  playgrounds  (30.6%),  swimming 
pools  (24.4%)  and  openspace/athletic  fields  (22.3%).  Those  perceived  as  being  most 
unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (37.2%)  and  swimming  pools  (29.7%).  Parks  (48.3%), 
swimming  pools  (45.5%)  and  playgrounds  and  recreational  bikeways  (36.4%)  received  top 
priority  for  construction  or  renovation.  Golf  courses  (17.4%),  and  baseball  fields  (16.9%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  population  category  is  summarized 
in  Table  111. 
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TABLE  111 


PROFILE:  COMMUNITIES  OF  50,000+  POPULATION  (N=2) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age_ 

Male- 

Female. 

Total.. 

Residence 

1-12 

21 

17 

38 

Within  city  limits 

206 

13-18 

8 

11 

19 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

34 

19-30 

28 

31 

59 

Greater  than  four  miles 

2 

31-54 

37 

35 

72 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

35 

19 

54 

Total  129  113  242  242 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

50 

38 

40 

128 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

146 

190 

148 

484 

Tennis  courts 

103 

99 

98 

300 

Baseball  fields 

156 

112 

42 

310 

Softball  fields 

102 

101 

71 

274 

Wading  pools 

52 

66 

47 

165 

Swimming  pools 

217 

340 

240 

797 

Parks 

480 

564 

556 

1600 

Playgrounds 

210 

194 

168 

572 

Recreational  bikeways 

33 

14 

29 

76 

Hiking-walking  trails 

76 

124 

114 

314 

Golf  courses 

168 

174 

141 

483 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

46 

45 

60 

151 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

A  B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

8;7%  2.5% 

2.5% 

1.7% 

15.7% 

31.4% 

37.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

5.0%  3.3% 

2.9% 

4.5% 

22.3% 

24.0% 

38.0% 

Tennis  courts 

2.1%  23.6% 

12.4% 

1.2% 

8.3% 

18.6% 

*  33.9% 

Baseball  fields 

0.8%  5.0% 

8.3% 

1.2% 

21.5% 

27.3% 

36.0% 

Softball  fields 

0.4%  7.0% 

5.0% 

0.4% 

20.7% 

28.9% 

37.6% 

Wading  pools 

4.5%  7.0% 

4.1% 

2.1% 

14.9% 

31.0% 

36.4% 

Swimming  pools 

2.5%  25.2% 

3.7% 

0.8% 

24.4% 

14.0% 

29.3% 

Parks 

0.4%  14.5% 

7.0% 

3.3% 

49.6% 

5.4% 

19.8% 

Playgrounds 

1.2%  8.7% 

6.6% 

1.7% 

30.6% 

17.8% 

33.5% 

Recreational  bikeways 

24.8%  0.4% 

0.4% 

4.1% 

2.9% 

30.6% 

36.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

16.9%  0.8% 

0.4% 

2.5% 

16.5% 

28.1% 

34.7% 

Golf  courses 

0.4%  12.4% 

0.8% 

0.0% 

13.2% 

36.0% 

37.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

7.9%  2.1% 

0.8% 

2.9% 

3.7% 

43.0% 

39.7% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  111  (continued) 
Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


Facility 

High 

Priority 

Low 

Priority 

No 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

No 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

12.4% 

17.8% 

14.5% 

23.1% 

32.2% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

22.7% 

18.6% 

12.4% 

15.3% 

31.0% 

Tennis  courts 

31.0% 

14.0% 

13.2% 

13.6% 

28.1% 

Baseball  fields 

21.9% 

14.9% 

16.9% 

16.5% 

29.8% 

Softball  fields 

17.8% 

16.5% 

13.6% 

19.4% 

32.6% 

Wading  pools 

17.4% 

18.2% 

10.7% 

21.1% 

32.6% 

Swimming  pools 

45.5% 

10.3% 

10.3% 

9.5% 

24.4% 

Parks 

48.3% 

9.1% 

11.6% 

7.0% 

24.0% 

Playgrounds 

36.4% 

12.8% 

9.5% 

9.9% 

31.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

36.4% 

10.3% 

8.7% 

15.3% 

29.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

31.0% 

11.6% 

10.7% 

14.9% 

31.8% 

Golf  courses 

16.9% 

9.9% 

17.4% 

25.2% 

30.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

14.5% 

7.9% 

15.3% 

27.7% 

34.7% 

Individual  communities  within  this  population  category  have  been  treated  in  a 
similar  manner  on  the  following  pages.  They  are  presented  in  alphabetical  order  and 
include: 

1.  Billings 

2.  Great  Falls 

Billings  (pop.  61,581) 


Fifty-five  residences  and  one  hundred  and  seven  residents  responded  to  the  survey 
from  Billings.  This  is  a  return  of  13.3%  and  represents  0.2%  of  the  population  of  this 
community.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  eighty-eight  (82.2%)  were  from  within  the 
city  limits,  nineteen  (17.8%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Sixty-one 
respondents  were  male  and  forty-six  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (859  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (57.9%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (34.6%).  Parks  (43%)  received  top  priority 
for  construction  or  renovation  while  baseball  fields  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (15.9%) 
headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community  of  Billings 
is  presented  in  Table  112. 
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TABLE  112 


PROFILE:  BILLINGS  (pop.  61,581) 


Description 

of  Respondents 

Age 

Mate.. 

Female 

To JaL 

Residence 

1-12 

6 

4 

10 

Within  city  limits 

88 

13-18 

4 

2 

6 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

19 

19-30 

11 

9 

20 

Greater  than  four  miles 

0 

31-54 

19 

17 

36 

No  response 

0 

55+ 

21 

14 

35 

Total 

61 

46 

107 

107 

Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

July. 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

18 

6 

16 

40 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

96 

118 

114 

328 

Tennis  courts 

53 

51 

60 

164 

Baseball  fields 

67 

50 

20 

137 

Softball  fields 

78 

74 

52 

204 

Wading  pools 

46 

62 

39 

147 

Swimming  pools 

108 

159 

99 

366 

Parks 

236 

314 

309 

859 

Playgrounds 

67 

69 

42 

178 

Recreational  bikeways 

16 

10 

12 

38 

Hiking-walking  trails 

52 

78 

78 

208 

Golf  courses 

71 

64 

62 

197 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

10 

14 

20 

44 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

Facility 

l> 

led 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

1.9%  2.8% 

0.9% 

1.9% 

16.8% 

31.8% 

43.9% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

1.9%  5.6% 

3.7% 

2.8% 

23.4% 

19.6% 

43.0% 

Tennis  courts 

0.0%  20.6% 

13.1% 

0.9% 

13.1% 

15.9% 

36.4% 

Baseball  fields 

0.0%  5.6% 

10.3% 

0.9% 

19:6% 

23.4% 

40.2% 

Softball  fields 

0.0%  7.5% 

6.5% 

0.0% 

14.0% 

28.0% 

44.0% 

Wading  pools 

0.0%  8.4% 

4.7% 

1.9% 

22.4% 

22.4% 

43.2% 

Swimming  pools 

0.9%  20.6% 

3.7% 

0.0% 

26.2% 

14.0% 

34.6% 

Parks 

0.0%  11.2% 

2.8% 

1.9% 

57.9% 

6.5% 

19.6% 

Playgrounds 

0.0%  6.5% 

2.8% 

0.9% 

27.1% 

18.7% 

43.9% 

Recreational  bikeways 

25.2%  0.0% 

0.0% 

4.7% 

4.7% 

26.2% 

39.3% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

15.0%  1.9% 

0.9% 

2.8% 

15.9% 

24.3% 

39.3% 

Golf  courses 

0.9%  10.3% 

0.9% 

0.0% 

11.2% 

34.6% 

42.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

6.5%  2.8% 

0.0% 

1.9% 

3.7% 

39.3% 

45.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  112  (continued) 
Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High 

Low 

No 

No 

Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

9.3% 

17.8% 

14.0% 

22.4% 

36.4% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

24.3% 

13.1% 

10.3% 

15.0% 

37.4% 

Tennis  courts 

21.5% 

14.0% 

13.1% 

18.7% 

32.7% 

Baseball  fields 

26.2% 

10.3% 

15.9% 

15.9% 

31.8% 

Softball  fields 

19.6% 

10.3% 

12.1% 

21.5% 

36.4% 

Wading  pools 

12.1% 

16.8% 

12.1% 

21.5% 

37.4% 

Swimming  pools 

37.4% 

12.1% 

8.4% 

13.1% 

29.0% 

Parks 

43.0% 

8.4% 

12.1% 

11.2% 

25.2% 

Playgrounds 

29.0% 

11.2% 

9.3% 

13.1% 

37.4% 

Recreational  bikeways 

36.4% 

8.4% 

7.5% 

15.9% 

31.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

26.2% 

11,2% 

11.2% 

15.9% 

35.5% 

Golf  courses 

16.8% 

8.4% 

12.1% 

29.0% 

33.6% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

13.1% 

5.6% 

15.9% 

26.2% 

39.3% 

Great  Falls  (pop.  60,091) 

Seventy  residences  and  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  residents  responded  to  the  survey 
from  Great  Falls.  This  is  a  return  of  17.1%  and  represents  0.2%  of  the  population  of  this 
community.  Of  the  returned  questionnaires,  one  hundred  and  eighteen  (87.4%)  were  from 
within  the  city  limits,  fifteen  (11.1%)  were  from  within  four  miles  of  the  city  limits,  and 
two  (1.5%)  were  from  greater  than  four  miles  of  the  city  limits.  Sixty-eight  respondents 
were  male  and  sixty-seven  were  female. 

The  most  used  facilities  for  this  community  were  parks  (741  visits).  The  most 
satisfactory  facilities  in  terms  of  general  condition  were  parks  (43.0%).  Those  perceived 
as  being  most  unsatisfactory  were  tennis  courts  (39.3%).  Parks  (52.6%)  and  swimming 
pools  (51.9%)  received  top  priority  for  construction  or  renovation,  while  golf  courses 
(21.5%)  headed  the  list  of  no  priority  items.  A  profile  of  this  data  for  the  community 
of  Great  Falls  is  presented  in  Table  113. 

TABLE  113 

PROFILE:  GREAT  FALLS  (pop.  60,091) 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age 

Male.. 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

15 

13 

28 

Within  city  limits 

13-18 

4 

9 

13 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

19-30 

17 

22 

39 

Greater  than  four  miles 

31-54 

18 

18 

36 

No  response 

55+ 

14 

5 

19 

Total 

68 

67 

135 

-221- 

118 

15 

2 

0 


135 


TABLE  113  (continued) 


Frequency  of  Use 


Facility 

June 

Ml 

August 

Total 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

32 

32 

24 

88 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

50 

72 

34 

156 

Tennis  courts 

50 

48 

38 

136 

Baseball  fields 

89 

62 

22 

173 

Softball  fields 

24 

27 

19 

70 

Wading  pools 

6 

4 

8 

18 

Swimming  pools 

109 

181 

141 

431 

Parks 

244 

250 

247 

741 

Playgrounds 

143 

125 

126 

394 

Recreational  bikeways 

17 

4 

17 

38 

Hiking-walking  trails 

24 

46 

36 

106 

Golf  courses 

97 

110 

79 

286 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

36 

31 

40 

107 

General  Condition  of  Facilities* 

< 

Facility 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.1% 

2.2% 

3.7% 

1.5% 

14.8% 

31.1% 

32.6% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

7.4% 

1.5% 

2.2% 

5.9% 

21.5% 

27.4% 

34.1% 

Tennis  courts 

3.7% 

25.9% 

11.9% 

1.5% 

4.4% 

20.7% 

31.9% 

Baseball  fields 

1.5% 

4.4% 

6.7% 

1.5% 

23.0% 

30.4% 

32.6% 

Softball  fields 

0.7% 

6.7% 

3.7% 

0.7% 

25.9% 

29.6% 

32.6% 

Wading  pools 

8.1% 

5.9% 

3.7% 

2.2% 

8.9% 

37.8% 

33.3% 

Swimming  pools 

3.7% 

28.9% 

3.7% 

1.5% 

23.0% 

14.1% 

25.2% 

Parks 

0.7% 

17.0% 

10.4% 

4.4% 

43.0% 

4.4% 

20.0% 

Playgrounds 

2.2% 

10.4% 

9.6% 

2.2% 

33.3% 

17.0% 

25.2% 

Recreational  bikeways 

24.4% 

0.7% 

0.7% 

3.7% 

1.5% 

34.1% 

34.8% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

18.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.2% 

17.0% 

31.1% 

31.1% 

Golf  courses 

0.0% 

14.1% 

0.7% 

0.0% 

14.8% 

37.0% 

33.3% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

8.9% 

1.5% 

1.5% 

3.7% 

3.7% 

45.9% 

34.8% 

*  Key  for  general  condition  of  facilities  response  is  as  follows: 

A  Not  available  C.  Needs  repair  E.  Satisfactory  G.  No  response 

B.  Too  crowded  D.  Unsatisfactory  F.  Don’t  know 
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TABLE  113  (continued) 

Priority  for  Construction  or  Renovation 


High  Low  No  No 


Facility 

Priority 

Priority 

Priority 

Don’t  Care 

Response 

Basket/volleyball  courts 

14.8% 

17.8% 

14.8% 

23.7% 

28.9% 

Openspace/athletic  fields 

21.5% 

23.0% 

14.1% 

15.6% 

25.9% 

Tennis  courts 

38.5% 

14.1% 

13.3% 

9.6% 

24.4% 

Baseball  fields 

18.5% 

18.5% 

17.8% 

17.0% 

28.1% 

Softball  fields 

16.3% 

21.5% 

14.8% 

17.8% 

29.6% 

Wading  pools 

21.5% 

19.3% 

9.6% 

20.7% 

28.9% 

Swimming  pools 

51.9% 

8.9% 

11.9% 

6.7% 

20.7% 

Parks 

52.6% 

9.6% 

11.1% 

3.7% 

23.0% 

Playgrounds 

42.2% 

14.1% 

9.6% 

7.4% 

26.7% 

Recreational  bikeways 

36.3% 

11.9% 

9.6% 

14.8% 

27.4% 

Hiking-walking  trails 

34.8% 

11.9% 

10.4% 

14.1% 

28.9% 

Golf  courses 

17.0% 

11.1% 

21.5% 

22.2% 

28.1% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas 

15.6% 

9.6% 

14.8% 

28.9% 

31.1% 

IV.  RELATIONSHIP  OF  STANDARDS  TO  NEEDS 


General 


State-wide  Summary 

All  standards  were  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory  in  the 
total  response  to  the  survey.  This  perceived  relationship  between  standards  and  needs 
on  a  state- wide  basis  is  presented  according  to  percentages  of  respondents  in  Table  114. 

TABLE  114 

STATEWIDE  SUMMARY.  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION  OF  STANDARDS 


Description  of  Respondents 


Age. 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Residence 

1-12 

136 

107 

243 

Within  city  limits 

1,597 

13-18 

125 

124 

249 

Four  miles  from  city  limits 

371 

19-30 

230 

227 

457 

Greater  than  four  miles 

272 

31-54 

425 

330 

755 

No  response 

5 

55+ 

324 

217 

541 

Total 

1,240 

1,005 

2,245 

2,245 

Response 


Facility 

Satis- 

Unsatis- 

No 

factory 

factory 

Don’t  Know 

Response 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 

39.0% 

21.1% 

15.3% 

24.6% 

Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 

46.0% 

13.0% 

14.6% 

26.4% 

Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 

39.6% 

16.3% 

17.0% 

27.1% 

Neighborhood  parks  (1/2000  pop.) 

46.7% 

16.5% 

11.2% 

25.5% 

Playgrounds  (1/2000  pop.) 

44,4% 

16.0% 

12.5% 

27.1% 

Swimming  pools  (1/community) 

42.3% 

22.9% 

10.1% 

24.7% 

Swimming  pools  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 

28.3% 

19.2% 

14.2% 

38.3% 

Picnic  areas  (1/2000  pop.) 

46.7% 

17.4% 

10.5% 

25.3% 

Wading  pools  (1/neighborhood  park) 

43.9% 

13.0% 

14.0% 

29.1% 

Open  play  spaces  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 

44.4% 

10.6% 

14.9% 

30.2% 

9-hold  golf  courses  (1/community) 

36.9% 

10.6% 

22.3% 

30.3% 

18-hold  golf  courses  (1/2000  pop.) 

29.1% 

10.1% 

25.0% 

35.8% 

Recreational  bikeways  (1/2000  vpop.) 

28.7% 

17.3% 

22.0% 

31.9% 

Hiking- walking  trails  (1/2000  pop.) 

33.7% 

14.6% 

20.6% 

31.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  areas  (1/community) 

28.7% 

15.3% 

24.6% 

31.3% 

Ice  rinks  (1/4000  pop.) 

35.0% 

19.7% 

15.3% 

30.0% 
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Communities  of  300  -  500  Population 


c 

All  standards  were  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory  in  the 
response  to  the  survey  by  this  population  category.  This  perceived  relationship  between 
standards  and’  needs  is  presented  according  to  percentages  of  respondents  in  Table  115. 

TABLE  115 

SUMMARY  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION 
OF  STANDARDS  FOR  300  -  500  POPULATION  CATEGORY 


Response 


Facility 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 
Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Neighborhood  park  (1/2000  pop.) 
Playground  (1/2000  pop.) 

Swimming  pool  (1/community) 

Swimming  pool  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 
Picnic  area  (1/2000  pop.) 

Wading  pool  (1/neighborhood) 

Open  play  space  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 
9-hole  golf  course  (1/community) 

18-hold  golf  course  (1/2000  pop.) 
Recreational  bikeway  (1/2000  pop.) 
Hiking-walking  trail  (1/2000  pop.) 
Motorcycle  trail  area  (1/community) 

Ice  rink  (1/4000  pop.)  i 


.Satis¬ 

factory 

Unsatis¬ 

factory 

Don’t  know 

No 

Response 

41.2% 

9.8% 

17.5% 

31.4% 

46.4% 

8.2% 

11.9% 

33.5% 

42.8% 

10.8% 

12.9% 

33.5% 

41.8% 

12.9% 

11.3% 

34.0% 

39.2% 

13.9% 

11.9% 

35.1% 

51.0% 

7.7% 

11.9% 

29.4% 

25.8% 

12.4% 

14.4% 

47.4% 

42.8% 

13.9% 

10.8% 

32.5% 

45.4% 

7.2% 

11.9% 

35.6% 

42.3% 

•6.7% 

13.9% 

37.1% 

33.5% 

9.3% 

18.6% 

38.7% 

24.7% 

9.3% 

21.6% 

44.3% 

28.9% 

10.3% 

20.1% 

40.7% 

28.9% 

11.3% 

18.0% 

41.8% 

32.0% 

8.2% 

19.6% 

40.2% 

28.4% 

13.4% 

17.0% 

41.2% 

Communities  of  501  -  1,000  Population 


All  standards  were  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory  in  the 
response  to  the  survey  by  this  population  category.  This  perceived  relationship  between 
standards  and  needs  is  presented  according  to  percentages  of  respondents  in  Table  116. 


c 
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TABLE  116 


SUMMARY  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION 
OF  STANDARDS  FOR  501  -  1,000  POPULATION  CATEGORY 


Response 


Facility 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 
Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Neighborhood  park  (1/2000  pop.) 
Playgrounds  (1/2000  pop.) 

Swimming  pool  (1/community) 

Swimming  pool  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 
Picnic  area  (1/2000  pop.) 

Wading  pool  (1/neighborhood  park) 

Open  play  spaces  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 
0-hold  golf  course  (1/community) 

18-hold  golf  course  (1/2000  pop.) 
Recreational  bikeway  (1/2000  pop.) 
Hiking- walking  trail  (1/2000  pop.) 
Motorcycle  trail  area  (1/community) 

Ice  rink  (1/4000  pop.) 


Satis¬ 

factory 

Unsatis¬ 

factory 

Don‘t  know 

No 

Response 

46.4% 

16.9% 

9.9% 

26.8% 

53.9% 

10.5% 

8.4% 

27.1% 

49.4% 

15.1% 

9.3% 

26.2% 

54.2% 

11.7% 

7.2% 

26.8% 

48.8% 

17.2% 

6.6% 

27.4% 

57.5% 

14.2% 

5.4% 

22.9% 

27.1% 

16.6% 

12.7% 

43.7% 

49.7% 

18.7% 

6.6% 

25.0% 

48.8% 

10.5% 

10.2% 

30.4% 

50.9% 

7.8% 

9.0% 

32.2% 

34.6% 

14.5% 

18.7% 

32.2% 

24.4% 

13.9% 

22.3% 

39.2% 

29.8% 

16.0% 

16.9% 

36.7% 

35.5% 

15.1% 

14.2% 

35.2% 

36.7% 

14.2% 

15.7% 

33.1% 

39.2% 

19.6% 

7.8% 

33.4% 

Communities  of  1,001  -  5,000  Population 

All  standards  were  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory  in  the  response 
to  the  survey  by  this  population  category.  This  perceived  relationship  between  standards  and 
needs  for  this  population  category  is  presented  according  to  percentages  of  respondents  in 
Table  117. 
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TABLE  117 


SUMMARY  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION 
OF  STANDARDS  FOR  1,001  -  5,000  POPULATION  CATEGORY 


Response 


Facility 

Satis- 

Unsatis- 

No 

factory 

factory 

Don’t  Know 

Response 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 

43.2% 

20.4% 

11.9% 

24.5% 

Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 

49.1% 

12.9% 

11.3% 

26.7% 

Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 

43.0% 

16.6% 

12.7% 

27.7% 

Neighborhood  parks  (1/2000  pop.) 

49.0% 

15.8% 

9.0% 

26.2% 

Playgrounds  (1/2000  pop.) 

47.4% 

15.4% 

9.5% 

27.7% 

Swimming  pool  (1/community) 

46.1% 

20.1% 

8.2% 

25.6% 

Swimming  pool  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 

27.5% 

16.7% 

13.2% 

42.5% 

Picnic  area  (1/2000  pop.) 

48.9% 

15.2% 

8.4% 

27.4% 

Wading  pool  (1/neighborhood  park) 

45.4% 

13.4% 

11.1% 

30.1% 

Open  play  space  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 

47.4% 

10.2% 

11.3% 

31.0% 

9-hold  golf  course  (1/community) 

44.2% 

6.5% 

19.2% 

30.1% 

18-hold  golf  course  (1/2000  pop.) 

30.3% 

8.1% 

22.5% 

39.1% 

Recreational  bikeway  (1/2000  pop.) 

30.9% 

16.6% 

19.5% 

32.9% 

Hiking- walking  trail  (1/2000  pop.) 

34.6% 

13.8% 

19.4% 

32.2% 

Motorcycle  trail  area  (1/community) 

31.2% 

12.9% 

22.2% 

33.7  % 

Ice  rink  (1/4000  pop.) 

36.0% 

19.8% 

13.9% 

30.3% 

Communities  of  5,001  -  10,000  Population 


Two  standards  were  perceived  to  be  more  unsatisfactory  than  satisfactory  for  this 
population  category.  They  were  recreational  bikeways  (1/2000  pop.)  and  motorcycle 
trail  areas  (1/community).  All  others  were  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory.  This 
perceived  relationship  between  standards  and  needs  for  this  population  category  is 
presented  according  to  percentages  of  respondents  in  Table  118. 
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TABLE  118 


SUMMARY  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION 
OF  STANDARDS  FOR  5,001  -  10,000  POPULATION  CATEGORIES 


Response 


Facility 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 
Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Neighborhood  parks  (1/2000  pop.) 
Playgrounds  (1/2000  pop.) 

Swimming  pool  (1/community) 

Swimming  pool  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 
Picnic  area  (1/2000  pop.) 

Wading  pool  (1 /neighborhood  park) 

Open  play  space  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 
9-hole  golf  course  (1/community) 

18-hole  golf  course  (1/2000  pop.) 
Recreational  bikeway  (1/2000  pop.) 
Hiking-walking  trails  (1/2000  pop.) 
Motorcycle  trail  areas  (1/community) 

Ice  rink  (1/4000  pop.) 


Satis-  Unsatis-  No 


factory 

factory 

Don’t  know 

Response 

40.4% 

20.8% 

16.9% 

21.9% 

40.4% 

19.1% 

16.3% 

24.2% 

32.0% 

21.3% 

20.2% 

26.4% 

45.5% 

18.0% 

14.0% 

22.5% 

48.3% 

16.9% 

12.4% 

22.5% 

46.1% 

20.2% 

12.9% 

20.8% 

28.7% 

16.3% 

16.9% 

38.2% 

48.9% 

19.1% 

11.2% 

20.2% 

41.0% 

14.6% 

17.4% 

27.0% 

36.5% 

11.2% 

24. 7% 

27.5% 

38.2% 

5.6% 

30.3% 

25.8% 

28.1% 

1.7% 

33.1% 

37.1% 

18.5% 

22.5% 

28.7% 

30.3% 

27.0% 

19.1% 

27.0% 

27.0% 

21.3% 

23.0% 

29.8% 

25.8% 

37.1% 

20.2% 

16.3% 

26.4% 

Communities  of  10,001  -  20,000  Population 


The  tennis  courts  standard  (1/100  pop.)  was  perceived  to  be  more  unsatisfactory  than 
satisfactory  for  this  population  category.  Also,  the  swimming  pool  standard  (1/community) 
was  equally  perceived  as  being  both  satisfactory  and  unsatisfactory  by  the  respondents. 

All  others  were  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory.  This  perceived 
relationship  between  standards  and  needs  for  this  population  category  is  presented 
according  to  percentages  of  respondents  in  Table  119. 
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TABLE  119 


4 


SUMMARY  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION 
OF  STANDARDS  FOR  10,001  -  20,000  POPULATION  CATEGORIES 


Response 


Facility 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 
Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Neighborhood  parks  (1/2000  pop.) 
Playgrounds  (1/200  pop.) 

Swimming  pool  (1/community) 

Swimming  pool  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 
Picnic  area  (1/2000  pop.) 

Wading  pool  (1/neighborhood  park) 

Open  play  space  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 
9-hole  golf  course  (1/community) 

18-hole  golf  course  (1/2000  pop.) 
Recreational  bikeway  (1/200  pop.) 

Hiking- walking  trail  (1/2000  pop.) 
Motorcycle  trail  area  (1/community) 

Ice  rink  (1/4000  pop.) 


Satis¬ 

factory 

26.5% 

Unsatis¬ 

factory 

27.6% 

Don’t  Know 

25.3% 

No 

ResDonse 

20.0% 

42.4% 

12.9% 

22.9% 

21.8% 

31.8% 

18.8% 

25.3% 

23.5% 

43.5% 

21.2% 

13.5% 

21.8% 

42.4% 

18.2% 

15.3% 

24.1% 

31.8% 

31.8% 

13.5% 

22.9% 

32.4% 

25.3% 

14.7% 

27.6% 

45.3% 

19.4% 

12.9% 

22.4% 

34.7% 

20.0% 

20.6% 

24.7% 

42.4% 

13.5% 

18.8% 

25.3% 

36.5% 

10.6% 

26.5% 

26.5% 

35.9% 

10.6% 

27.1% 

25.9% 

30.0% 

18.8% 

25.9% 

25.3% 

40.0% 

11.8% 

22.9% 

25.3% 

27.6% 

18.2% 

30.0% 

24.1% 

32.4% 

24.7% 

19.4% 

23.5% 

Communities  of  20,001  -  50,000  Population 


Three  standards  were  perceived  to  be  more  unsatisfactory  than  satisfactory  for  this 
population  category.  They  were  swimming  pools  (1/community),  9-hole  golf  courses 
(1/community),  and  motorcycle  trail  areas  (1/community).  One  other  standard,  swimming 
pools  (1/10,000  additional  population)  was  equally  perceived  as  being  both  satisfactory 
and  unsatisfactory.  All  others  were  perceived  to  be  fnore  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory. 
This  perceived  relationship  between  standards  and  needs  for  this  population  category  is 
presented  according  to  percentages  of  respondents  in  Table  120. 
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TABLE  120 


SUMMARY  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION 
OF  STANDARDS  FOR  20,001  -  50,000  POPULATION  CATEGORIES 


Response 


Facility 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 
Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Neighborhood  parks  (1/2000  pop.) 
Playgrounds  (1/2000  pop.) 

Swimming  pools  (1/community) 
Swimming  pools  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 
Picnic  areas  (1/2000  pop.) 

Wading  pools  (1/neighborhood  park) 

Open  play  space  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 
9-hole  golf  course  (1/community) 

18-hole  golf  course  (1/2000  pop.) 
Recreational  bikeway  (1/2000  pop.) 
Hiking-walking  trails  (1/2000  pop.) 
Motorcycle  trail  areas  (1/community ) 

Ice  rinks  (1/4000  pop.) 


Satis- 

Unsatis- 

No 

factory 

factory 

Don’t  Know 

Response 

29.2% 

26.6% 

24.0% 

20.3% 

35.4% 

16.1% 

26.0% 

22.4% 

27.1% 

18.8% 

31.2% 

22.9% 

34.4% 

22.4% 

21.4% 

21.9% 

34.4% 

15.6% 

28.1% 

21.9% 

17.7% 

44.3% 

16.7% 

20.8% 

28.1% 

28.1% 

19.8% 

24.0% 

34.9% 

22.9% 

21.4% 

20.8% 

37.5% 

15.6% 

22.9% 

24.0% 

37.0% 

16.7% 

23.4% 

22.9% 

19.8% 

24.5% 

32.3% 

23.4% 

28.1% 

18.8% 

31.2% 

21.9% 

27.1% 

22.4% 

27.6% 

22.9% 

32.8% 

22.4% 

24.0% 

20.8% 

18.2% 

25.5% 

33.9% 

22.4% 

31.2% 

23.4% 

25.0% 

20.3% 

Communities  of  50,000+  Population 


The  tennis  courts  standard  (1/1000  pop.)  and  the  swimming  pools  standard 
(1/community)  were  perceived  to  be  more  unsatisfactory  than  satisfactory  for  this 
population  category.  All  other  standards  were  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory 
than  unsatisfactory.  This  perceived  relationship  between  standards  and  needs  for  this 
population  category  is  presented  according  to  percentage  of  respondents  in  Table  121. 
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TABLE  121 


SUMMARY  OF  PERCEIVED  SATISFACTION 
OF  STANDARDS  FOR  50,000+  POPULATION  CATEGORIES 


Response 


Facility 

Tennis  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Softball/baseball  fields  (1/1000  pop.) 
Basketball/volleyball  courts  (1/1500  pop.) 
Neighborhood  parks  (1/2000  pop.) 
Playgrounds  (1/2000  pop.) 

Swimming  pools  (1/community) 
Swimming  pools  (1/10,000  addn.  pop.) 
Picnic  areas  (1/2000  pop.) 

Wading  pools  (1/neighborhood  park) 

Open  play  space  (2  acres/1000  pop.) 
9-hole  golf  course  (1/community) 

18-hole  golf  course  (1/2000  pop.) 
Recreational  bikeway  (1/2000  pop.) 
Hiking- walking  trails  (1/2000  pop.) 
Motorcycle  trail  areas  (1/community) 

Ice  rinks  (1/4000  pop.) 


Satis¬ 

factory 

Unsatis¬ 

factory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

26.0% 

30.2% 

19.0% 

24.8% 

37.6% 

14.0% 

21.5% 

26.9% 

31.4% 

13.6% 

27.7% 

27.3% 

44.6% 

19.8% 

13.6% 

21.9% 

37.2% 

16.9% 

18.2% 

27.7% 

24.0% 

36.4% 

12.8% 

26.9% 

31.8% 

28.9% 

12.8% 

26.4% 

46.3% 

19.4% 

12.8% 

21.5% 

43.8% 

10.7% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

38.4% 

11.2% 

20.7% 

29.8% 

26.9% 

14.5% 

25.6% 

33.1% 

31.4% 

12.0% 

28.5% 

28.1% 

26.4% 

18.2% 

28.1% 

27.3% 

32.2% 

12.4% 

26.9% 

28.5% 

19.4% 

16.1% 

35.5% 

28.9% 

33.9% 

17.8% 

18.2% 

30.2% 

Specific  Facilities 


Standards  for  sixteen  areas  and  facilities  have  been  identified  separately  for  comparison 
among  the  individual  population  categories.  They  are  presented  in  percentage  tables 
according  to  how  the  respondents  perceived  the  individual  standards. 

Tennis  Courts  (1/1500  pop.) 


The  tennis  courts  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory 
in  the  smaller  population  categories  but  more  unsatisfactory  in  two  of  the  larger  population 
categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  122. 
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TABLE  122 


PERCEPTION  OF  TENNIS  COURTS  STANDARD 


Population 

No 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

Response 

300-500 

41.2% 

9.8% 

17.5% 

31.4% 

501  -  1,000 

46.4% 

16.9% 

9.9% 

26.8% 

1(001  -  5,000 

43.2% 

20.4% 

11.9% 

24.5% 

5,001  -  10,000 

40.4% 

20.8% 

16.9% 

21.9% 

10,001  -  20,000 

26.5% 

27.8% 

25.3% 

20.0% 

20,001  -  50,000 

29.2% 

26.6% 

24.0% 

20.3% 

50,000+ 

26.0% 

30.2% 

19.0% 

24.8% 

Statewide 

39.0% 

21.1% 

15.3% 

24.6% 

Softball/Baseball  Fields  (1/1,000  pop.) 


The  softball/baseball  fields  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than 
unsatisfactory  in  all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  123. 

TABLE  123 

PERCEPTION  OF  SOFTBALL/BASEBALL  FIELDS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 


300  -  500 
501  -  1,000 
1,001  -  5,000 
5,001  -  10,000 
10,001  -  20,000 
20,001  -  50,000 
50,000+ 
Statewide 


Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory 


46.4% 

8.2% 

53.9% 

10.5% 

49.1% 

12.9% 

40.4% 

19.1% 

42.2% 

12.9% 

35.4% 

16.1% 

37.6% 

14.0% 

46.0% 

13.0% 

No 

Don’t  Know  Response 


11.9% 

33.5% 

8.4% 

27.1% 

11.3% 

26.7% 

16.2% 

24.2% 

22.9% 

21.8% 

26.0% 

22.4% 

21.5% 

26.9% 

14.6% 

26.4% 
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Basketball/volleyball  Courts  (1/1,500  pop.) 


The  basketball/volleyball  courts  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than 
unsatisfactory  in  all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  shown  in  Table  124. 

i 

TABLE  124 


PERCEPTION  OF  BASKETBALL/VOLLEYBALL  COURTS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

42.8% 

10.8% 

12.9% 

33.5% 

501  -  1,000 

49.4% 

15.1% 

9.3% 

26.2% 

1,001  -  5,000 

43.0% 

16.6% 

12.7% 

27.7% 

5,001  -  10,000 

32.0% 

21.3% 

20.2% 

26.4% 

10,001  -  20,000 

31.8% 

18.8% 

25.3% 

23.5% 

20,001  -  50,000 

27.1% 

18.8% 

31.2% 

22.9% 

50,00+ 

31.4% 

13.6% 

27.7% 

27.3% 

Statewide 

39.6% 

16.3% 

17.0% 

27.1% 

Neighborhood  Parks  (1/2,000  pop*) 


The  neighborhood  parks  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatis¬ 
factory  in  all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  shown  in  Table  125. 

TABLE  125 


PERCEPTION  OF  NEIGHBORHOOD  PARKS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

41.8% 

12.9% 

11.3% 

34.0% 

501  -  1,000 

54.2% 

11.7% 

7.2% 

26.8% 

1,001  -  5^000 

49.0% 

15.8% 

9.0% 

26.2% 

5,001  -  10,000 

45.5% 

18.0% 

14.0% 

22.5% 

10,001  -  20,000 

43.5% 

21.2% 

13.5% 

21.8% 

20,001  -  50,000 

34.4% 

22.4% 

21.4% 

21.9% 

50,000+ 

44.6% 

19.8% 

13.6% 

21.9% 

Statewide 

46.7% 

16.5% 

11.2% 

25.5% 
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Playgrounds  (1/2,000  pop.) 


The  playgrounds  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory 
in  all  the  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  m  Table  12b. 

TABLE  126 

PERCEPTION  OF  PLAYGROUNDS  STANDARD 


Population 
Category 

300  -  500 
501  -  1,000 
1,001  -  5,000 
5,001  -  10,000 
50,001  -  20,000 
20,001  -  50,000 
50,000+ 
Statewide 


Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory  Don’t  Know 


39.2% 

48.8% 

47.4% 

48.3% 

42.4% 

34.4% 

37.2% 

44.4% 


13.9% 

17.2% 

15.4% 

16.9% 

18.2% 

15.6% 

16.9% 

16.0% 


11.9% 

6.6% 

9.5% 

12.4% 

15.3% 

28.1% 

18.2% 

12.5% 


No 

Response 

35.1% 
27.4% 
27.7% 
22.5% 
24.1% 
21.9% 
27.7% 
27.1% 


Swimming  Pools  (1/community) 

The  swimming  pools  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  sat'sfactory  than  unsatisfacton' 
in  the  smaller  population  categories  but  not  in  the  larger  commumt.es.  This  comparison 
is  presented  in  Table  127. 
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PERCEPTION  OF  SWIMMING  POOLS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 


No 

Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory  Don’t  Know  Response 


300  -  500 
501  -  1,000 
1,001  -  5,000 
5,001  -  10,000 
10,001  -  20,000 
20,001  -  50,000 
50,000+ 
Statewide 


51.0% 

57.5% 

46.1% 

46.1% 

31.8% 

17.7% 

24.0% 

42.3% 


7.7% 

14.2% 

20.1% 

20.2% 

31.8% 

44.3% 

36.4% 

22.9% 


11.9% 

5.4% 

8.2% 

12.9% 

13.5% 

16.7% 

12.8% 

10.1% 


29.4% 

22.9% 

25.6% 

20.8% 

22.9% 

20.8% 

26.9% 

24.7% 


Swimming  Pools  (1/10,000  Additional  Population) 


This  swimming  pools  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatis¬ 
factory  in  all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  128. 

TABLE  128 


PERCEPTION  OF  SWIMMING  POOLS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

25.8% 

12.4% 

14.4% 

47.7% 

501  -  1,000 

27.1% 

16.6% 

12.7% 

43.7% 

1,001  -  5,000 

27.5% 

16.7% 

13.2% 

42.5% 

5,001  -  10,000 

28.7% 

16.3% 

16.9% 

38.2% 

10,001  -  20,000 

32.4% 

25.3% 

14.7% 

27.6% 

20,001  -  50,000 

28.1% 

28.1% 

19.8% 

24.0% 

50,000+ 

31.8% 

28.9% 

12.8% 

26.4% 

Statewide 

28.3% 

19.2% 

14.2% 

38.3% 

Picnic  Areas  (1/2,000  pop.) 

The  picnic  areas  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory 
in  all  the  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  129. 

TABLE  129 


PERCEPTION  OF  PICNIC  AREAS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

42.8% 

13.9% 

10.9% 

32.5% 

501  -  1,000 

49.7% 

18.7% 

6.6% 

25.0% 

1,001  -  5,000 

48.9% 

15.2% 

8.4% 

27.4% 

5,001  -  10,000 

48.9% 

19.1% 

11.2% 

20.2% 

10,001  -  20,000 

45.3% 

19.4% 

12.9% 

22.9% 

20,001  -  50,000 

34.9% 

22.9% 

21.4% 

20.8% 

50,000+ 

46.3% 

19.4% 

12.8% 

21.5% 

Statewide 

46.7% 

17.4% 

10.5% 

25.3% 
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Wading  Pools  (1/Neighborhood  Park) 


The  wading  pools  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory 
in  all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  130. 

TABLE  130 


PERCEPTION  OF  WADING  POOLS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

45.4% 

7.2% 

11.9% 

35.6% 

501  -  1,000 

48.8% 

10.5% 

10.2% 

30.4% 

1,001  -  5,000 

45.4% 

13.4% 

11.1% 

30.1% 

5,001  -  10,000 

41.0% 

14.6% 

17.4% 

27.0% 

10,001  -  20,000 

34.7% 

20.0% 

20.6% 

24.7% 

20,001  -  50,000 

37.5% 

15.6% 

22.9% 

24.0% 

50,000+ 

43.8% 

10.7% 

18.2% 

27.3% 

Statewide 

43.9% 

13.0% 

14.0% 

29.1% 

Open  Play  Spaces  (2  acres/1,000  pop.) 

The  open  play  spaces  standard  was 

perceived  to  be 

more  satisfactory  than  unsatis- 

factory  in  all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  131. 

TABLE  131 

% 

PERCEPTION  OF  OPEN  PLAY  SPACE  STANDARD 

Population 

No 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

Response 

300  -  500 

42.3% 

6.7% 

13.9% 

37.1% 

501  -  1,000 

48.8% 

10.5% 

10.2% 

30.4% 

1,001  -  5,000 

47.4% 

10.2% 

11.3% 

31.0% 

5,001  -  10,000 

36.5% 

11.2% 

24.7% 

27.5% 

10,001  -  20,000 

42.4% 

13.5% 

18.8% 

25.3% 

20,001  -  50,000 

37.0% 

16.7% 

23.4% 

22.9% 

50,000+ 

38.4% 

11.2% 

20.7% 

29.8% 

Statewide 

44.4% 

10.6% 

14.9% 

30.2% 
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Nine-Hole  Golf  Course  (1/Community) 


4 

The  nine-hole  golf  courses  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than 
unsatisfactory  in  all  population  categories  but  20,001  -  50,000  population.  24.5%  of 
the  people  in’  this  category  expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the  standard  in  comparison 
to  19.8%  in  favor  of  it.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  132. 

TABLE  132 

PERCEPTION  OF  NINE-HOLE  GOLF  COURSES  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

33.5% 

9.3% 

18.6% 

38.7% 

501  -  1,000 

34.6% 

14.5% 

18.7% 

32.2% 

1,001  -  5,000 

44.2% 

6.5% 

19.2% 

30.1% 

5,001  -  10,000 

38.2% 

4.6% 

30.3% 

25.8% 

10,001  -  20,000 

36.5% 

10.6% 

26.5% 

26.5% 

20,001  -  50,000 

19.8% 

24.5% 

32.3% 

23.4% 

50,000+ 

26.9% 

14.5% 

25.6% 

33.1% 

Statewide 

36.9% 

10.6% 

22.3% 

30.3% 

Eighteen-Hole  Golf  Courses  (1/2,000  pop.) 


The  eighteen-hole  golf  courses  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than 
unsatisfactory  in  ail  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  133. 

TABLE  133 


PERCEPTION  OF  EIGHTEEN-HOLE  GOLF  COURSES  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

24.7% 

9.3% 

21.6% 

44.3% 

501  -  1,000 

24.4% 

13.9% 

22.3% 

39.2% 

1,001  -  5,000 

30.3% 

8.1% 

22.5% 

39.1% 

5,001  -  10,000 

28.1% 

1.7% 

33.1% 

37.1% 

10,001  -  20,000 

'  35.9% 

10.6% 

27.1% 

25.9% 

20,001  -  50,000 

28.1% 

18.1% 

31.2% 

21.9% 

50,000+ 

31.4% 

12.0% 

28.5% 

28.1% 

Statewide 

29.1% 

10.1% 

25.0% 

35.8% 
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Recreational  Bikeways  (1/2,000  pop.) 


The  recreational  bikeways  standard  was  perceived  as  more  satisfactory  than 
unsatisfactory  by  all  the  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in 
Table  134. 

TABLE  134 


PERCEPTION  OF  RECREATIONAL  BIKEWAYS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

28.9% 

10.3% 

20.1% 

40.7% 

501  -  1,000 

29.8% 

16.0% 

16.9% 

36.7% 

1,001  -  5,000 

30.9% 

16.6% 

19.5% 

32.9% 

5,001  -  10,000 

18.5% 

22.5% 

28.7% 

30.3% 

10,001  -  20,000 

30.0% 

18.8% 

25.9% 

25.3% 

20,001  -  50,000 

27.1% 

22.4% 

27.6% 

22.9% 

50,000+ 

26.4% 

18.2% 

28.1% 

27.3% 

Statewide 

28.7% 

17.3% 

22.0% 

31.9% 

Hiking-Walking  Trails  (1/2,000  pop.) 

The  hiking-walking  trails  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than 
unsatisfactory  in  all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  135. 

TABLE  135 


PERCEPTION  OF  HIKING- WALKING  TRAILS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

28.9% 

11.3% 

18.0% 

41.8% 

501  -  1,000 

35.5% 

15.8% 

14.1% 

35.2% 

1,001  -  5,000 

34.6% 

13.8% 

19.4% 

32.2% 

5,001  -  10,000 

27.0% 

19.1% 

27.0% 

27.0% 

10,001  -  20,000 

40.0% 

11.8% 

22.9% 

25.3% 

20,001  -  50,000 

32.8% 

22.4% 

24.0% 

20.8% 

50,000+ 

32.2% 

12.4% 

26.9% 

28.5% 

Statewide 

33.7% 

14.6% 

20.6% 

31.2% 
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Motorcycle  Trail  Areas  (1/Community) 


The  motorcycle  trail  areas  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than 
unsatisfactory  in  five  of  the  seven  population  categories.  It  was  perceived  as  more 
unsatisfactory  by  the  5,001  -  10,000  population  category  and  by  the  20,001  -  50,000 
population  'category.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  136. 

TABLE  136 


PERCEPTION  OF  MOTORCYCLE  TRAIL  AREAS  STANDARD 


Population 

Category 

Satisfactory 

Unsatisfactory 

Don’t  Know 

No 

Response 

300  -  500 

32.0% 

8.2% 

19.6% 

40.2% 

501  -  1,000 

36.7% 

14.2% 

15.7% 

33.1% 

1,001  -  5,000 

31.2% 

12.9% 

22.2% 

33.7% 

5,001  -  10,000 

21.3% 

23.0% 

29.8% 

25.8% 

10,001  -  20,000 

27.6% 

18.2% 

30.0% 

24.1% 

20,001  -  50,000 

18.2% 

25.5% 

33.9% 

22.4% 

50,001+ 

19.4% 

16.1% 

35.5% 

28.9% 

Statewide 

28.7% 

15.3% 

24.6% 

31.3% 

Ice  Rinks  (1/4,000  pop.) 


The  ice  rinks  standard  was  perceived  to  be  more  satisfactory  than  unsatisfactory  in 
all  population  categories.  This  comparison  is  presented  in  Table  137. 

TABLE  137 

\ 

PERCEPTION  OF  ICE  RINKS  STANDARD 


Population  No 

Category  Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory  Don’t  Know  Response 


300  -  500 

28.4% 

13.4% 

17.0% 

41.2% 

501  -  1,000 

32.9% 

19.6% 

7.8% 

33.4% 

1,001  -  5,000 

36.0% 

19.8% 

13.9% 

30.3% 

5,001  -  10,000 

37.1% 

20.2% 

16.3% 

26.4% 

10,001  -  20,000 

32.4% 

24.7% 

19.4% 

23.5% 

20,001  -  50,000 

31.2% 

23.4% 

25.0% 

20.3% 

50,000+ 

33.9% 

19.7% 

18.2% 

30.2% 

Statewide 

35.0% 

19.7% 

15.3% 

30.0% 
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